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PREFACE! 


Tills  thesis  is  the  culmination  of  a  number  ox  years  of 
work  and  the  ra suits  of  tho  contributions  of  a  number  of  people. 
Therefor©,  ay  acknowledgments  arc  numerous.  Pug  to  tills  fact  X 
have  divided  them  into  two  types:  those  to  whom  I  as  indebted  for 
the  general  features  of  the  a rohaeol ogled  excavations— ►financing, 
supervision,  and  tine  like— and  the  second  group,  who  have  made 
specific  contributions  of  various  typos  of  material  that  have  been 
used  in  the  present  study. 

Tiie  University  of  Chicago,  upon  the  advice  of  the  Depart— 
uont  of  Anthropoloi ,  purchased  the  Kincaid  fam  in  Massac  County, 
Illinois,  for  the  .purpose  of  a r*clme ologled  excavations.  Proa 
1034  to  1942  tMs  place  was  used  as  a  eunaer  field- training  gx'ound 
for  aspiring  arc'. zoologists ,  under  the  direction  of  Dr.  Fay-Cooper 
Colo.  The  maintenance  of  the  so  excavations  was  made  possible  by 
the  financial  assistance  of  the  Department  of  Anthropology  of  the 
University  of  Chicago,  the  luaoun  Extension  project  (50405)  of  the 
Works  Projects  Administration,  and  unnamed  private  sponsors »  To 
all  the  abovaHnentlooed  I  am  Indebted  for  making  possible  these 

i 

excavations  without  which  this  thesis  could  never  have  been  writ¬ 
ten. 

A  number  of  people  made  contributions  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  Le*is  culture  found  in  the  excavations  at  the  Kincaid  site. 

Dr.  Thorne  Deuel  in  1954,  Jean  Harrington  In  1936,  and  Horace 
liner  in  1930  first  brought  to  light  archaeological  materials  of 
the  Lewis  culture.  Clas sif lea lion  and  laboratory  analysis  In 
1939-40  by  John  Bennett  further  enlightened  us  as  to  what  traits 
made  t'xe  Loris  culture  complex,  Lpeclfio  sites  containing 
bowls  artifacts  were  excavated  by  J.  inklostein  in  1936,  by  Cald¬ 
well  in  1937,  by  finer  In  1933  at  Fp°2,  by  Chandler  o^e  in  1540 
at  Pp^31,  by  rill lam  Lesaa  at  Ppv13  In  1959,  and  by  Jordon  Jib son 
working  at  PpvlA  in  1941.  Advice  and  counsel  wore  received  tram 
Dr.  James  Orlffin  of  the  Ceramic  Depositary  at  the  University  of 
Michigan  at  Ann  Arbor,  dr.  Frank  hotsler  of  the  national  Uukculi 
of  Washington,  D.C.,  ami  Ur.  Foyer  Willis,  director  of  the  -Jusousi 
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Extension  project.  To  oil  those  as  well  as  all  say  umontioned 
colleagues  and  workers  wiio  assisted,  m»  I  asa  deeply  grateful  • 

Richard  S.  lecKelsli 
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UITKOD'FCTIOTI  TO  THK  LEtftS  ATCJlAdOLOOtCAL  STUPXSS 

Geographic cl  Location  of  tlio  dfcndleg 

Tho  known  c©mpo?i»nts  of  tho  Lewis  focus  are  situated  In 
Pope  and  *assuc  counties  of  soutliorn  Illinois*  Host  of  the  sites 
excavated  were  at  tho  w Kincaid  Hounds  ,**  located  on  tdie  Kincaid 
fam  in  tho  southeast  comer  of  Massac  County  ansi  the  Butler  fam 
In  the  soutfs^est  comer  of  Top©  County.  Five  different  excavations 
wore  undertaken  at  this  place;  Pp°2,  PpvX5*  Ppv3X,  PpvlA,  and 
Two  other  sites  not  at  the  Kincaid  founds  wire  partially  unoartiied. 
One  was  located  in  I- las  sac  County,  Jackson  Township,  Paducah  quad¬ 
rant  in  Section  16  and  is  called  the  Owens  site  ffxv4G);  while  tine 
other  way  found  In  Fop©  County,  -Jefferson  Township,  -Joleonda  Quad¬ 
rant,  Section  3^  and  is  called  the  Lost  Crook  site  (?pv3C).  Sur¬ 
face  c  lleciiona  obtained  in  an  arohaeolo  leal  survey  oX*  Pope  end 
Massac  counties  brought  to  li.jJ.it  numerous  poesShlo  Lewis  ecsspononts  • 
rixaet  locations  will  he  shown  on  imps  and  described  more  fully  In 
chapter  11  »x  Of  course,  more  Lewis  sites  say  exist  outside  of 
Pope  sad.  %see.e  eouatieei  liosrever,  this  autdior,  after  intensive 
search,  Isas  not  been  able  i  of  any. 

Previous  dork  on  the  Lewis  fianife station 

In troduc t ion. —Prior  to  tho  archaeological  field  season  of 
1 -Ml  and  before  tijo  undertakings  of  this  author,  preliminary  in¬ 
vestigation  ooaeomXa.,  tfm  Lewis  materials  had  taken  place.  In 
ti'iis  section  tho  year-by-yoar  development  of  those  Lewi©  investiga¬ 
tions  will  bo  presented. 

The,  seasons  of  1933  and  If 34^- In  the  field  seasons  of  1033 
and  1934,  Dr.  Thorns  thioll  and  J.  0.  Herrin  t on  brought  to  light 
random  sherds  of  cor&mastod  pottery  found  in  a  survey  of  the-  Kin¬ 
caid  region  and  in  tho  excavations  of  &c°4  and  ?>hvlA.  These  were 


^heo  Illustration  and  maps  in  chapter  11,  shoeing  location, 
of  Lewis  altos  in  Pop©  and  cussac  counties. 
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recognised  as  not  belonging  to  the  Mississippi  fattem.  Also,  dur¬ 
ing  t2*o  8KK  seasons  coarse  grifc-fceiaper  d  potsherds  w5„fcli  textile 
l3px»©3siori£  wore  found.  These  also  were  recognised  as  not  being 

of  the  ;  ilsalosippl  Pat  tom  end  distinctly  different  frees  tho  co  rd~ 

2 

marked  a^rds. 

The  season  of  1955  -urti  tor  excavations  continued  and  store 
Voodland  material  was  discovered.  For  the  first  time  Miner  rocog- 
niaod  that  tho  cordnarked  culture  was  earlier  than  the  Middle  Mis¬ 
sissippi  group,  but  still  no  real  pro.'^as  on  the  subject  of  Lewis 

** 

had  been  nsde.' 

The  seasons  of  193C ,  103V,  and  Ihfi3.~-iha  excavations  of 
ip°2  in  tho  years  1030,  1837,  end  1030  brought  to  light  a  large 
amount  of  Lewis  mterlal*  This  was  first  recognised  by  Klnor  and 
tentatively  spoken  of  so  "the  Lewis  c opponent It  was  nara>d 
after  a  famaer  who  owned  the  lane  on  w!  ilch  Pp°2  was  situated*  The 
following  years  tended  to  increase  our  knowledge  of  Lewis  but  added 
very  little  to  the  total  picture  of  the  culture.  Also  tho  B auric r 
natcrial  was  discovered  and  analysed  in  the  year  1938.  In  the 
winter  of  1030  Miner  sot  up  tho  chronology  of  the  Kincaid  site  on 
a  hypothetical  grounds'1*  and  then  later  that  year  at  the  third 
Southeastern  Arelmeological  Conference  hold  at  Blmlnsham,  Alabama, 
It  was  stated  that  tho  general  aequone©  of  cultures  in  the*  south* 
eastern  arcs  showed  Lewis-liko  cultures  should  coese  before  iddlo 
Mississippi  (Kincaid)  cultures  and  after  line stone  horlsotts  (like 
Bautaer). 

Til©  season  of  1032#*— 5 ftm  site  l*pv13  which  was  excavated 

,r-  T,r,  - -  -,-  r~lr  -r-r-r,  •,  - 

during;  tills  season  by  will  loci  Lease  added  Lewis  s&nte  rials  • '  These 
togatSisr  with  those  from  fp°2  wore  analysed  by  John  Bennett  who 


**J.  C.  Harrington,  **1934  Metropolis  Expedition  excavations 
at  tho  Kincaid  Kite,”  unpublls'ied  MS,  0hi varsity  of  Chicago,  1035. 

*^^araco  Minor,  ”1033  Metropolis  -^Expedition  Excavations  at 

the  Kincaid  nit©,1*  unpublished  ’•&,  University  of  Chicago,  103C • 

f^poehijA.,^  1  ;>36  ^tropolls  KgpodI  tien  Uxcavationc  .he 
lines id  Site,”  unpublished  ’35,  University  of  Chicago,  1937. 

joiner,  paper  presented  nt  Aim  Arbor  Anthropological  seat¬ 
ing  In  1058* 

**WHXiaaa  Lasse,  field  notes  for  Fpv13,  M50  university  of 

Chicago,  1940. 
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established  the  Lewis  pottery  types  and  indicated  tlio  Bettncr- 

0 

Lewi  s- Kincaid  sequence  • v 

TIis  season  of  lD4Q.-~Xn  the  spring  before  the  1940  field 

a 

season  a  survay  was  rmd©  of  archaeolo  leal  sites  at  Kincaid.  xne 

of  fchs  purposes  of  this  survey  was  to  find  a  Lewis  site  isolated 

freo  all  other  arelmeological  manifestations  at  Kincaid.  The  best 

of  these  altos  found  was  supposed  to  ho  Ppv 51  which  was  oxaw&tod 

10 

by  Chandler  Kmm  the  following  stJeraor  ’  but  added  little  to  our 
knowledge  of  Lewis  as  it  yielded  few  artifacts  and  nearer  stratig¬ 
raphy. 

Saaaary  »— :lp  to  this  tine  the  following  facts  about  Lewis 
2iod  boon  brought  to  light*  Xt  had  boon  named  and  recognised  as  a 
culture  althou  h  Its  total  cobles  of  traits  mis  still  unknown* 
Also,  a  feu  hints  had  been  obtained  as  to  its  chronolog 5 cc»  1  posi¬ 
tion— however,  It  needed  furrier  evidence  before  anythin-;  final 
could  bo  said. 


Objectives  of  the  Lewis  Studies 

This  was  the  background  of  the  Le»is  arcime cloy leal  tares- 
tiyatlon  when*  in  the*  spring  of  1941,  this  culture  was  cnoson  as 
the  writer1  s  thesis  topic.  The  lack  of  definitive  knowledge  on 
t  ils  subject  was  readily  apparent.  hsrafare#  after  tatein  /  account 
o:  what  was  known,  it  was  necessary  to  foxsR&at*  the  problesia  tiaat 
would  l>e  involved  in  Ascertaining  tho  part  the  Lewie  had  played  In 
tlm  cultural  history  of  southern  Ill  in- >  is. 

Li io  description  of  Lewis.— »?ha  first  thing  thftt  had  to  be 
done  was  to  find  out  exactly  what  traits  made  up  the  total  complex 
of  the  Lewis  culture.  This  saeant  that  a  site  having  only  Lsvi* 
artifacts  had  to  be  found  sod  classified  and  then  ©csEpsred  with 
t'io  artifacts  of  other  altos  that  were  supposed  to  he  Lewis. 

7  John  d.  Dennett,  "Ccurasslo  Domains  frost  tho  Lewis  Coop©-* 
nent,!1  '2>,  Uni  verity  of  Chicago,  1940. 

%enaottf  "The  Stratigraphy  at  Kincaid  as  Indicated  by 
Lottery  Distribution/*  NS*  University  of  Chicago,  1./  .0. 

'  fannofct,  "Archaeological  IteconnaLsaanc® , ’ '  University 

of  Chica  go,  larch,  1940.  Field  party  doing  the  survey:  John  hen~ 
nett,  Doyer  Willis,  Wllllsa  hulloy,  John  rhirsm. 

•*  r> 

Chandler  Fowe,  the  field  notes  for  tho  excavation  at 
i:  pV  31 ,  ,  .  ill  w  r  ■  - 1  t  of  v  1  J'-n  o,  1040  . 
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from  this  It  was  hoped  there  could  be  diu covered  tbs  Lewis  cul¬ 
tural  complex. 

Qeoggaphlcal  position  of  Lewis.— Qneo  tlxc  traits  were 
known,  the  wxt  problem  was  spatial.  That  is,  it  was  necessary  to 
discover  the  exact  geographical  spread •  Such  Jcnowlod  o  not  only 
might  give  the  location  of  bowls  sites,  but  would  give  hints  as  to 
the  ecology  and  ssigratlonal  movements  of  these  peoples.  .Movement 

of  peoples  noecssarily  lilies  time  and  this  leads  from  the  static 

/ 

descriptive  phase  of  the  study  to  the  temporal  problems* 

Chronolo  lcal  position  of  bowls .— r. ince  tlK>  min  objective 
of  our  study  is  to  present  a  small  part  of  history.  It  was  of 
course  accessary  to  find  the  chronological  position  of  Lewis.  This 
meant  cither  a  search  for  a  Lewis  horizon  a tru  t  igraphl ca  lly  re¬ 
lated  to  other  known  cultures  or  to  find  the  exact  dates  of  Hie 
Lewis  occupations.  Also  connected  with  the  problem  of  chronology 
la  tho  attempt  to  determine  whether  the  Lewie  culture  had  under- 
gone  sequential  changes  while  It  was  in  this  area  arid,  if  so,  what 
they  were. 


Comparative  problem.— solution  of  these  problems  loads 
to  a  knowledge  at  tho  history  of  a  particular  culture  In  a  partic¬ 
ular  area.  However,  in  writing  a  history,  unless  the  people  al¬ 
ways  occupied  that  particular  area  and  had  no  connections  outside 
wo  must  eoapare  their  culture  with  other  cultures  in  other  areas* 


In  mldwestem  archaeology  tliere  exists  the  leKera  Taxonomic  System 

11 

which  greatly  facilitates  tbs  comparative  pmUeu*  !  or  by  taking 
the  traits  of  tlm  Lew  is  components  we  stay  classify  Hie  Lewis  cul¬ 
ture  with  ether  similar  cultures. 

Suggafta*?/ .— Having  bi*oughfc  out  briefly  tdio  Individual  prob¬ 
lems  ©onfranting  -mt  lot  us  reiterate  a  little  more  fully  the  ob¬ 
jective  of  this  research— the  part  th a  Lewie  culture  had  played 
In  the  culture  history  of  southern  Illinois.  oro  specifically, 
an  at  to:  ip  t  will  to  mdo  to  d©sox‘ibc  Visa  culture  of  a  particular 
people  who-  lived  in  Uds  region,  to  loam  whence  they  came  find 
whore  tuoj  rent. 


ns.  c.  II cKorn,  "Culture  Type  Classification  for  Midwest¬ 
ern  North  American  Archaeology,*  Mldvestem  Conference,  Indianapo¬ 
lis,  1335. 
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The  procedure  followed  in  solving  the  problems  outlined 
is  divided  into  two  parts:  (1)  nsethods  used  in  connection  with  the 
field  work  and  (2)  method  used  in  present  ing  the  materials  from 
the  field* 

r laid  smtiiodg * — The  archaeological  excavation  of  PpvlA  by 
(Jordon  ibson  In  t ho  sunsaer  of  1941,  excavation  of  the  Ovens 
site  In  the  fall  of  1941,  and  the  Ivoat  Creek  site  in  the  spring 
of  1942,  brought  to  light  sites  which  apparently  had  Lewis  m to ri¬ 
als  only*  Laboratory  analysis  of  those  materials  and  reanalysis 
of  the  other  Lewis  material  gave  us  the  traits  that  made  up  the 
lawio  culture  complex.  A  preliminary  analysis  was  made  in  the 
fall  of  1941  and  final  analysis  was  mads  in  the  spring  of  1942* 

Having  tho  traits  of  the  culture,  it  was  then  possible  to 
delineate  tho  area  that  Lewis  occupied*  The  M varsity  of  Chicago 
archaeological  surveys  iaado  in  1932,  1933,  and  1939,  archeoloylcol 
work  done  by  Korean  Maxwell  in  near-by  areas,  and  a  survey  aade  by 
the  author  in  1941-42  gave  the  approximate  whereabouts  of  tho  Lewis 
sites. 

The  next  stop  was  to  solve  tho  temporal  problems*  fortu¬ 
nately,  a  fair  approxiasa t  i on  of  the  Lewis  horizon1  &  ohr  onol og i c al 
position  had  boon  made  previous  to  this  study,  finer,  in  a  paper 
given  at  tom  Arbor  in  1933,  recognised  that  the  Lewis  culture  came 
between  haim?  and  the  Middle  Mississippi.  His  conclusions  ware 

based  upon  typology  sad  comparative  knowledge  of  the  arehaeol  ogical 

13 

sequences  in  adjacent  regions  *  Jolm  Fseimett,  in  1939,  came  to 
the  same  conclusion  after  making  a  study  of  the  distribution  of 
pottery  at  Kincaid*  1  *  Tiujugh  these  facts  were  valuable  more  knowl¬ 
edge  was  needed*  Three  types  of  Infomation  appeared  to  answer 
tills  need*  (1)  A  cross  trench  through  Hx°7  brought  to  light  the 
Lewis  culture  in  stratigraphy.  Briefly  it  showed  fiddle  .  'issis- 
sippl  chords  latest,  t heu  Lowis-llke  aordsaarked  horizon— probably 
Lewis— which  in  turn  was  over  a  Baunor  horizon. -u  '  Tn is  stratij- 

^  {>  m 

Gordon  Gibson,  unpub  1  i shod  field  notes  for  Pp  1A,  Uni- 

vcx'aity  of  Chica  ;o,  1941. 

13 

‘'finer,  paper  at  Ann  Arbor  Anthropological  Meeting,  1933* 

^%ewa»tt,  "Tho  Stratigraphy  at  Kincaid  ...  .,'f!  op.  clt* 

chard  5.  hac:Teiah,  field  notes,  Mx°7,  :.£> ,  Onivorsity 
of  Chicago,  1942. 
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raphy,  correlated  with  typology,  presented  further  facta  eb^ut  the 
cultural  sQijueTieo  In.  till®  rop  ion*  Pottory  t^-pea  of  the  c opdM?3ssd 
horizon  found  at  fp^XA  anti  Pp°2  wore  found  to  bo  somewhat  differ¬ 
ent.  At  dx° 7  the  stratigraphy  showed  that  the  pottery  igpes  found 
at  Pp°2  were  more  recent  tlian  those  foimd  at  rpvlA.  Thus  a  tempo¬ 
ral  sequence  of  the  Lewis  was  indicated*  r.y  taking:  into  account 
all  those  facts  it  is  possible  to  corse  to  a  fairly  definite  con¬ 
ception  of  when  it  existed  and  for  how  long,  and  to  determine  what 
chan- os  have  fceken  place*  (2)  H ©analysis  of  Pp°2  materials  con¬ 
firmed  this  fact  by  the  finding  of  four  superimposed  lewis  levels* 

‘llie  final  step  in  tlm  field  research  wan  (3)  a  systematic 
comparison  of  Zho  Lewis  materials  with  those  of  each  adjacent  re¬ 
gion*  final  analysis  of  all  this  material  gave  us  i%  set  of  conclu¬ 
sions  that  gave  Insight  into  the  early  cultural  history  of  south¬ 
ern  Illinois. 

fothoda  of  presenting  the  :.iatarial*— »In  presenting  this 
material,  it  seems  best  to  toll  first  where  Lewis  was  found* 
fext,  a  brief  description  of  each  Lewis  site  excavated  will  be 
presented,  mentioning  the  geographical  location  of  the  site,  per¬ 
son  or  persons  who  excavated,  when  the  discovery  took  place,  meth¬ 
ods  of  excavation,  and  materials  unearthed*  The  chapter  following; 
that  will  'm  concerned  with  a  laboratory  analysis'  of  the  various 
components  for  the  purpose  of  showing  what  makes  up  the  total  Louis 
culture  complex*  After  a  disc us si on  of  the  chronological  position, 
the  Lewis  cultural  complex  will  be  compared  with  other  cultural 
complexes * 
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CHAPTER  XI 


a  &mmc  of  mms  sites 
The  Survey 

Prior  to  the  excavations  at  "Inca  id  in  1232  a  nasibei*  of 
surface  indications  of  sites  wore  found.  La  tor,  in  the  spring  of 
1340,  a  survey  was  ;;mde  by  hurra,  Bennett,  and  Bulloy  with  son® 
success,  and  this  author  undertook  further  surveying  in  1041  and 
1042.  Kneeled!  m  of  the  altos  in  the  Pope-  and  Bascac-County  re¬ 
gion,  plus  knowledge  of  Lewis  sites  in  the  adjacent  roci one,  ssa&e 
it  possible  to  toll  the  exact  geographical  area  that  the  Lewis 
peoples  had  occupied* 

As  further  surveying  Into  adjacent  regions  wag  not  practi¬ 
cable  It  was  necessary  to  extra!  ne  the  archaeological  sites  exca¬ 
vated  by  others  in  these  regions*  Fortunately,  the  surrounding 
areas  had  hud  a  pro  tty  rood  sampling*  Wilder  had  worked  in  the 
Cw&erlanS  Liver  region  of  Kentucky,  just  south  of  Pope  and  Massac 
count  iso;  Sloan  Black  has  worked  In  th  navi  lie  region  east  of 

Fop©  County*  Horth  or  the  Lewis  area  John  Bennett  had  examined 
the  artifacts  belonging  to  collectors  In  Inlon  C  irnty,  while  ;oreau 
Maxwell  had  worked  in  the  C arboridal©  area  northeast  of  Pope  and 
Massac  counties.  Jmma  Griffin  had  examined  materials  In  the 
Cairo  region  and  western  Kentucky  regions  which  were  west  of  the 
Lewis  sites*  Thus  any  wide  extension  of  Lewis  si  toe  should  be 
discovered  with  the  aid  of  the  above-nont ionod  materials  and  by 
discussions  with  excavators. 

Proreq.ulsltea  to  iUe  survey* --The  first  arc! taoolo  leal  ma¬ 
terials  that  were  examined  wore  those  of  T*V*A.  archaeological 
project  at  Benton,  Kentucky.  C.  v.ilder  was  in  charge  o.-  that  work 
and  w©  went  over  his  mtorials  rather  caro fully.  Hon©  of  Ms 
altos  wore  Lewis  and  only  one  showed  do  finite  affinities  with  the 
cor&aarkod  horison.  He  also  Informed  me  that  ho  know  of  no  sites 
tizat  had  boon  worked  by  the  T.V.A.  program!  tiiafc  were  identical 
with  Lewis*  Examination  of  txxe  .V.A.  publications  confl  rased  this* 
Thu©  it  would  coca  to  indicate  that  there  were  iso  sites  with  Lewis 
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affinities  directly  to  the  south  or  to  the  southeast  of  Pope  and 

liaasac  counties* 

A  conference  with  Glenn  Black,  who  has  worked  the  3 vans- 

% 

villo,  Indiana,  region  extensively,  brought  to  light  no  evidences 
of  Lewis  in  the  region,  to  the  east*  However,  ho  did  refer  the 
writer  to  the  materials  that  he  had  excavated  in  Greene  County, 
Indiana*  An  examination  of  these  aa  to  rials  showed  but  a  very  dis¬ 
tant  relationship  between  tb©  Greene  County  cordmarked  horizon 
and  the  Lewie  horizon* 

John  Bennett  later  info maed  us  that  there  were  *few  if  any 
Lewis-like  materials  in  centi'al  Illinois,”  and  an  examination  of 
the  work  done  by  the  University  of  Chicago  In  northern  Illinois 
showed  no  culture  having  any  relationship  with  Lewis*  liras  it 
would  seem  that  the  Lewis  culture  did  not  ox  tend  into  the  region 
north  and  east  of  Pope  and  Massac  counties* 

However,  in  the  Carbondal©  area  northwest  of  Pope  and  ins- 
sac  counties  there  are  archaeological  materials  that  arc  related 
to  the  Lewis  materials;  and  Moreau  Maxwell  believes  that  directly 
west  there  probably  arc  similar  natari&lc •  tas  f  riff  la,  also, 
stated  that  in  the  Cairo  area  and  western  Kentucky  there  probably 
ere  similar  as  uls*  Nevertheless,  none  of  these  mterials  are 
exactly  the  same  aa  the  Low  Is  artifacts* 

Fro®  the  above  evidence  it  would  seem  that  Lewis  materials 
are  confined  to  ports  of  Pope  and  -lasaae  counties.  How  let  us 
briefly  take  up  the  materials  and  sites  found  thore • 

The  Survey  of  Pops  and  rasaac  Counties 

ISx°7 

Mas  sac  County,  Jackson  Township,  fiai  inland  Quadrant 
location,  E  l/S  of  If-  1/4.  Sec.  36,  Tap.  IPS.  Lang©  6E 
A  mound  excavated  in.  1941-42  contained  a  cultural  layer 
of  Lewis  artifacts  which  probably  represented  the  remains  of  a 
brief  occupation.  The  material  was  sparse  and  not  spread  over  a 
groat  area.  The  Lewis  level  was  discovered  by  the  author. 

MxV13 

— o — 

.  .  A  -. 

^gV2i 

Massac  County,  Jaclcson  Township,  Paducah  Quadrant 
Location,  HS  JZL  of  KE  1/4.  See.  33,  Twp.  15S.  R nags  G£ 
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A  forraer  village  site  ccaa  training  Middle  Mississippi  end 
Lewis  potshards  •  Lite  very  saall  in  size  but  having  al  undent 
amounts  of  material#*  It  vas  located  on  a  low  ridge  and  was  origi¬ 
nally  discovered  by  Stuart  He itzol  in  1935#  Later  re surveyed  by 
Hogor  illis  in  1C41* 

hx°32 

hassac  County,  Don  ton  Township,  Vienna  Quadrant 
Location,  '.h  1/4  of  N'K  1/4*  Soo.  3].,  Twp*  14S*  range  4V 
A  small  mound  containing  both  Lewis  and  Middle  Mississippi 
materials  situated  on  top  of  a  ridge*  It  was  found  b*.  Horace  itlner 

in  1930* 

^cV33 

Hxv35 

Massac  County,  r enten  Township,  Vi.enna  Quadrant 
Location,  HE  1/4  ox1  MS  Jdi.  See*  32,  Twp*  143,  Range  C; 
Three  small  village  sites  about  twenty  yards  apart  located 
on  top  of  a  ride©*  They  contained  mainly  Lewis  artifacts*  This 
was  found  by  Horae©  Miner  in  1938  and  re  surveyed  in  1941  by 
SaeM©  ish* 

Mxv36 

Massac  County,  .'gorges  Creak  Township,  Vienna  Quadrant 
Location,  HI.  1/4  of  £•£  j/4*  Sec*  10,  Twp.*  143*  Sanyo  JV 
A  small  villas  site  containing  Middle  Mississippi  sherds 
end  very  few  Lewis  sherds.  It  is  located  on  a  ridge  and  was  dis¬ 
covered  by  Thorne  Deuel* 

la^so 

»*XV40 

MxV  41 

Massac  County,  .Metropolis  Township,  Paducah.  Quadrant 
Location,  BIS  1/4  o  3TJ  1/4 ,  Sec*  2,  Twp*  16S,  fan.©  4V 
Thi'eo  small  villages  situated  on  a  terrace  overlooking  fclie 
Ohio  Ivor,  ha to rials  ware  sparse  and  contained  a  few  Lewis  sherds 
and  fillets*  rhia  ait©  was  discovered  by  f. .  5.  Vac y a i ah  In  1942# 
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•inasae  County,  Jackson  Township,  Lad neah  guadx’ant 
Location,  HL  1/4  of  TTff  1/4,  Sac.  24,  Twp.  163,  Han  e  63 
A  very'  small  alto  found  containing  only  potsherds  and  a 
few  flints.  However,  the  sherd#  are  cortlnarlcod  and  probably  Lewis* 
It  is  situated  on  a  ridge  and  near*  ?4x°43.  It  was  discovered  by 
r  •  S-*  da C/iO  2. 3 h  in  Id 41  • 

ihcv45 

Massac  County,  Jackson  Township,  Paducah  Quadrant 
Location,  1/4  of  SES  1/4,  Loo.  24,  ?wp.  165,  Range  GL 
A  large  village  containing  mainly  Bcuaor  sherds  but  with 
an  overlay  of  Lewis  sherds*  It  was  discovered  by  1! »  s*  J&cHeish 

In  1941. 

MacV45 

Via  a  sac  County,  Jackson  Township,  Paducah  Quadrant 
Location,  3d  1/4  of  SW  1/4*  See.  J>,  fwp*  X6S.  Kanye  M 
A  large~sia©  village  site  situated  on  n  ridge.  It  was 
partially  excavated  in  1041  b;  its  discoverer,  n*  3*  ?'-&ct-taish. 

:tx4C 

staasac  Couaity,  Jacks  on  Township,  i  aduc-ah  Quadi’ant 
Location,  SE  1/4  of  TQ  X/4*  Sec.  16,  Twp.  163,  Rang©  6K 
Parts  of  two  Joodland  points  were  brought  in  by  two  work* 
men  at  tide  quarry  in  1941*  ofch  points  were  Lewis.  fhe  site  as 
describe  i  by  t haas  l  si  situated  on  a  small  hill  ana  ovei^rown  with 
weeds,  and  is  spars©  In  jmt trials. 

Pope  County,  Jackson  Township,  Siaitliland  Quadrant 
Location,  HB  1/4  of  Rg  1/4,  Sec.  51,  Twp.  XSS,  Kang*  7£ 

A  village  alto  worked  by  Gordon  lib son  in  1941*  Materials 
wore  abun  iant  thou-  i  the  alto  was  small.  TMs  the  largest  “puro* 
Lewis  alto  yet  discovered. 

j&!a 

Pope  County,  Jackson  Township,  Snithlanc  Quadrant 
Location,  Nh  l/4  or  fU  l/4,  Sec.  51,  Twp.  1GS*  Lang©  7K 
A  rsound  having  ,  abundant  :as  to  rials  of  the  Middle  Missis* 
sippl,  Lewis,  oni  hauler  cultures.  It  was  worked  in  1236,  1937, 
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PpV24 

Tope  County,  Jackson  Township*  Lmlthland  Quadrant 
Location,  63  1/4  of  K3  l/4,  S««»  31,  Twp.  163,  Tan:;©  73 
A  SLi&ll  site  containing  Lewie  materials  located  by  Beatty 
and  Fairbanks  in  1936* 

PpV26 

J.QP5  County,  Tofiktraon  Township,  lhai  till  and  quadrant 
Location,  S>«  l/4  of  N3  l/4.  Sec*  17,  Twp.  153 ,  Han  e  73 
T-se  mate  rial  a  wox»e  a  cattail  d  along  a  rid;©  and  consisted 
mainly  of  kiddle  ’Issiaaippl  artifacts,  though  a  few  Lewis  pot- 
sixords  wore  found.  The  site  was  originally  surveyed  b;  Kelt  sol 
in  1935,  and  later  by  FacNolsh  in  1940* 

2SLJ&. 

To go  County,  Jackson  Township,  3ral  till  and  Quadrant 
Location,  hw  1/4  of  HE  l/4,  Sec.  31,  Twp*  163,  Lange  73 
A  alto  worked  by  Chandler  !  owe  in  1940.  It  contained 
Lewie  materials  overlaid  by  a  riddle  Mississippi  occupation. 

ft>VS S 

Popo  County,  Jackson  Township,  Sni  thland  Quadrant 
Location,  K3  jy±.  of  36  j/4.  Sec.  18,  Twp.  166,  Lange  73^ 
A  33011  Lewis  villa  e  sit#  discovered  by  F.  Willis,  0 . 

Jib son,  and  J.  Griffin  in  1941* 

kSuSk 

Top®  County,  Jackson  Township,  hui  fcliland  Quadrant 
Location,  HO  1/4  of  6.,  1/4.  Sec.  18,  Tw p.  1  CL.  Banga  73 
A  stmll  village  on  a  ridge  containing  Lewis  and  Kincaid 
potsherds .  surveyed  by  F.  Will  la,  Q*  Gibson,  and  J.  Griffin  in 

1941. 

PpV34 

Pope  County,  Washington  Township,  Paducah  iuadrtmt 
Location,  HE  1/4  of  HS  1/4,  See.  14,  Twp.  148,  Ha age  53 
A  sr.mll  Lewis  village  site  discovered  by  F.  5*  acHeiah 


In  1041 
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PPV35 

Pope  County,  debater  Township,  n  reams  ville  f?)  quadrant 
Location,  Kg  1/4  or  K&1  i/4,  Soc.  31,  Twp,  133,  Range  S£ 

A  few  flints  and  shards  which  came  fmi  tills  rock  shelter 
wore  given  to  V.  •  S*  dacKeiEh  In  1341  by  John  Koxrr.  These  sherds 
wore  cordmrked  and  are  possibly  Lewis  • 

PpV36 

Pope  County,  Jefferson  Township,  -olconda  --Quadrant 
Location,  3VI  1/4  of  K-,  1/4,  Sec*  1,  Twp*  13©,  Range 
A  small  village  alts  containing  Lewis  materials  excavated 
in  1342  by  R.  S.  Kaefloish. 

An  Analysis  of  the  Survey 

V  , 

Our  survey  shows  Lewis  sites  appearing  In  Pope  and  Massac 
counties.  It  also' shows  the  sites  to  be  snail  and  numerous,  and 
situated  an  ridges  or  river  bluffs.  Kow  the  question  arises  as 
to  what  facts  about  the  Lewis  culture  can  be  inferred  from  this 

survey . 

The  small  also  of  all  the  Lewis  altos  would  seem  to  indi¬ 
cate  that  occupation  of  them  was  short*  Excavated  sites  boar  out 
tM©  fact  of  short  occupancy  as  they  do  not  have  a  great  deal  of 
refuse  or  artifacts*  Therefore,  the  conclusion  my  be  reached 
that  thtoso  people  were  MBdtaeeiadlo  or  nomadic* 

The  fact  that  they  were  nossadic  plus  the  fact  that  situs 
arc  situated  in  places  not  particularly  applicable  for  agricul¬ 
ture,  would  seem  to  indicate  that  the  Lewis  people  probably  prac¬ 
ticed  a  hunting  and  fishing  or  food-gait*©  Ing  economy,  The  exist¬ 
ence  of  a  large  amount  of  burnt  bene  found  at  excavated  sit©© 
also  tends  to  strengthen  this  hypothesis* 
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chaptek  hi 


A  t>SSCRI  FT  ICS!  OF  THE  H^CAYATIOKS 
OF  LEWIS  CGMFOBSSrSS 

Introduction 

In.  this  chapter  there  trill  bo  round  a  brief  do  script  ion 
of  the  excavation  of  each  Lewis  site*  Tills  will  Include  mention 
of  liow  tm  site  was  excavated,  what  featurea  were  found,  and  a 
list  of  the  materials  recovered  in  each.  Materials  that  are  cl as- 
slfiablc— such  as  pottery  am  projectile  points— will  be  made  Into 
types  and  listed  as  such.  Analysis  of  these  types  will  be  taken 
up  in  the  next  chapter. 

PpvXA  will  bo  discussed  first  ns  it  Is  the  largest  ”pureM 
Lewis  site  and  most  of  our  types  or  materials  were  found  there* 
This  will  be  followed,  by  two  mixed  sites,  Pp°2  and  fpvX3.  IBsre 
the  Lewis  materials  were  separated  ana  classified  by  John  Bennett 
and  later  reclassified  by  the  author.  The  separation  at  Pp!/13  was 
based  upon  the  assumption  that  all  those  artifacts  that  were  not 
Brnsawr  or  Kincaid  traits  ssuat  be  Lewis*  At  Pj>°£,  examination  of 
til©  field  notes  and  catalogued  mterlals  indicated  Lewi®  levels 
of  occupation.  These  were  then  chocked  a,  :alnst  mate  riel  fr  021  the 
pure  sites.  T]»a  the  excavation  of  cites  MxV4S,  ?pV3S,  Pp*31,  and 
x°?  will  l>o  described  in  bids  order,  maps  of  each  site  accompany** 
in  .  t.'  .0  description* 

Analysis  of  all  artifacts  and  classification  of  then  will 
be  of  a  preliminary  sort,  though  the  next  chapter,  wherein  each 
alters  materials  will  be  discussed,  will  show  all  classification 
to  b©  Justified. 


hxcavations 

PpVlA 

The  site  Is  situated  on  th©  north  i mnk  of  Avery  Luke  about 
foui’  hundred  yards  west  of  the  Pop©- Massac  county  lino.  The  sur¬ 
face  was  cleared  off  in  1940  by  a  road  crew  which  was  widening  and 
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repairing  tbs  Fine  aid  *4ound— How  Liberty  road.  On  the  surface 
ioalnly  Lewis  potsherds  appeared. 

On  July  24,  1941,  Gordon  Gibson  began  excavation  of  the 
site.  The  original  plan  of  excavation  ms  to  man  three  east-west 
parallel  trenches  through  tbs  ja&terials#  »;e  call  those  the  south, 
central,  anil  north  trenches.  The  first  feature  (Feature  I)  wae 
found  in  the  central  treacii  and  provod  to  be  an  old  floor  level. 

A  few  foot  beyond  the  beg timing  of  this  floor  level  was  a  refuse 
pit  (Feature  II).  The  south  trench  was  excavated  with  little  suc¬ 
cess  as  only  one  pit  of  refuse  and  charcoal  was  found  (Feature 
III).  Tlds  showed  the  westward  extension  of  the  alto  and  a  test 
pit  (Feature  XV)  showed  the  north  extension.  In  the  south  trench, 
however,  feature  X,  the  old  occupational  level,  was  found,  though 
the  sit©  extended  a  very  snail  distance  east.  The  dimensions  of 
the  site  bein?  then  known  (about  60  foot  by  40  fast)  it  was  decided 
to  clear  off  the  surface  to  the  occupational  level  Feature  X.  Fh on 
tills  was  dons  the  remains  of  a  rectangular  house.  Indicated  by  post 
holes,  was  found  and  within  this  cleared  area  were  five  refuse 
pits  {Feature a  VT-T. ) •  On  September  25,  1041,  the  excavation  of 
tills  npurcw  Lewis  site  wan  completed* 

.  •F-F^-V-1  cui  :,  oy© 

I  *  A  red  *  I  toe  fcural  c os  plea;  . 

A.  Structures. 

1.  Large  rectangular  house,  the  walls  mde  up  of 
large  posts  sunk  into  tiie  ground.  The  house  con¬ 
tained  two  roof  supports  In  opposite  comars • 

2.  The  finding  of  burnt  clay  with  reed  impressions 
on  it  suggests  wattle  arte  daub  walla. 

B.  Pits. 

1.  Circular,  steep-sided,  flat-bottom  pits  were  used 
for  refuse  (Features  XI,  V-F  ) , 

How  dug-out  depressions  used  for  refuse  pits 
(Features  X  and  III). 

IX*  Economic  a;  'tiatic  co  tx . 

1.  Jiufcierous  animal  boms  but  no  charred  com  suggest  a 
hunting  economy. 

2*  Artistic  complex  include*  1  round,  perforated,  clay 
bead. 

3.  One  clay  disk  punctated  in  a  apoboliko  design. 

4.  Two  rounded  anvils  or  nullars— plano-convex  with  a  pit 
on  one  side. 
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5*  Two  crudely  chipped  colts  pot&loid  in  sliap©  which  aro 
flat  on  one  surface  and  ovoid  on  the  opposite  side* 

€•  Humorous  smooth  pebbles  used  as  h&ecser stones* 


II  .  hunting  mvl  Hilary  complex. 

1.  Humorous  flake  scrapers  of  various  shapes  arid  sizes. 


2* 

5. 

4. 


ft 

e 


Two  parts  of  a  largo  triangular  knife* 
fart  of  on©  moofched  Qd&ellk©  inpXomenfc* 

One  pro  joe  tile  point  (Type  I  )— a  long  (2.3  Indies) 
narrow  blade,  thin  in  cross  section,  Parallel,  alirjit- 
ly  ©xeurvat©  sides,  with  very  small  notches  at  the 
base  so  that  t Im  shoulders  of  the  t  mine  a  ta  are  the 
widest  point  of  the  artifact. 


notch,  rounded  shouldercsnd  a  truncate  base  which  is 
usually  titled  or  grooved. 


€■*  One  projectile  point  or  drill  (Typo  XYa  )— long  and 

narrow  (3  Inches  by  l/2  inch),  parallel,  slightly  out- 
curving  sides*  Chiding  poorly  done*  flight,  long, 
rounded  notches  near  the  rounded  base*  In  cross  sec¬ 
tion  thor©  points  are  almost  as  thick  m  they  are  wide* 

7.  Taro  projectile  points  or  drills  (Type  XVb)  which  are 
much  like  the  above  but  shorter  (1  1/2  incline  to  1  inch 
long)  ami  wider  {1/2  inch  to  3/4-  inch )  and  usually 

thinner. 


8*  Farts  of  two  projectile  points  (Type  V)— long  and  nar¬ 
row  (3  inches  to  2  1/2  Inches  by  3/4  inch)  slightly 
curved  aides  with  pointed  si-soul dare  and  round  notches 
wi tli  a  truncate  base. 

IV.  1  otters  complex'} 

1.  Lewie  Corg  S  potsherds. 

«  Lewis  C erd-lnpresaed  potsherds. 

3*  Lewis-  Trailed-over  G ordraarksd  pottery* 

4  •  Lewi  a  Gra  osmaidced  . 

5*  Lewis  Plain* 

6*  Lewis  Tied  Slip. 

7*  Lewis  Plates* 


Fp°2 

This  mound  was  one  of  the  Kincaid  .group  and  ms  excavated 
in  1936,  1937  and  1938.  It  was  found  to  bo  a  fiddle  ulasifisippi 
burial  mound,  which  was  constructed  on  an  old  Lewis  village  site 
overlaying  the  basic  clays  containing  aumor  artifacts  ami  pottery. 


s  of  pottery  complex.  Infra,  p.  31 
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x  ithln  the  mound  tfco  .aat® rials  of  all  thm  cultures— favEaor, 

Lewis,  and  Kincaid — aro  badly  mixed  as  refuse  of  those  cultures  was 
used  as  mound  fill* 

That  there  was  Lewis  villa;;©  material  underlying  the  mound 
was  early  determined  by  the  excavators*  However,  the  exact  dinon- 
a  Son  of  it  end  recognition  of  th©  numbers  of  atria  of  Lowis, 
though  noted,  were  never  full*''  analysed.  Th©  importance  became 
the  amount  of  Lewis  material  found  both  in  tho  Lewis  refuse  and  in 
th©  earth  used  to  build  the  mound .  T3i©  first  attempted  classifi¬ 
cation  of  Lewis  pottery  and  artifacts  was  mainly  based  on  th© se 
roa  teriala • 

Later  analysis  by  Caldwell  and  JacKoish  of  field  notes  of 
Pp°£  gave  a  complete  picture  of  the  prehistoric  occupations*  In 
the  tfiroo  large  squares ,  called  north,  south,  and  oast  trenches, 
underlying  all  material  thoro  existed  basic  clays*  Tho  only  f  stumor 
materials  wore  found  scat  toiled  through  this  stratum*  Overlying 
t’io  basic  clays  there  is  a  layer  of  el«areoal  and  refuse*  In  the 
north  trench  this  stratum  or  charcoal,  though  it  was  drawn  on  tho 
profiles,  was  not  recognised  aa  feeing  part  of  Feature  XI.  The 
culture  manifestation  found  on  the  layer  is  Lewis.  Artifacts  were 
sparse  and  only  about  1,000  sh©rdc  were  found*  All  thee©  sherds 
nay  be  classified  as  belonging  to  on©  of  tho  following  types: 

Lewis  Cordmrked,  Low  is  o  ©rd-lnpr©  saed,  Lewis  Trailed-over  Cord- 
marked,  Lewis  OraMaerked,  and  Lewis  Plain*  Typical  Lewis  pits 
as  well  as  parts  of  two  rectangular  houses  wore  ano&rtfsod  (al- 
though  the  houses  wore  not  recognised  by  th©  excavators). 

Separating  this  stratum,  Feature  XI,  from  the  next  occupa¬ 
tion  was  a  buff  clay  stratum.  Super! imposed  on  the  buff  clays  ws 
a  two-foot  dark  band  composed  of  refuse*  All  tho  material  was  re¬ 
lated  culturally  to  thso  charcoal  stratum  below  it*  This  layer  was 
called  Feature  X  and  thou  ht  of  as  one  occupation*  Further  exami¬ 
nation  of  the  notes  has  revealed  that  these  are  three  occupation 
levels.  Fran  each  level  we  have  a  aeries  of  typical  Lewis  pits* 
hi  thin  tho  pits  noat  of  our  cultural  material  is  found.  Artifacts 
aro  a  a  In  sparse,  hut  pottery  pieces  are  nunoraus  (about  4,000 
ahoids  being  f  ound ) •  An  analysis  of  tho  pottery  of  three  levels 
revealed  no  culture  difference  between  thorn.  However,  a  compari¬ 
son  of  these  levels  with  the  Feature  XI  materials  shoved  a  signifi¬ 
cant  diff  01*000©  . 

Hot  existing  in  feature  XI  but  found  throughout  th©  three 
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I  oa turns  T  Xovola  there  were  a  number  of  pieces  of  pottery  of  tlio 
Lewis  Incised  type •  Also,  folded  lips  and  oils  shapes  appear  for 
the  first  tine.  The  Lct/la  Incised  type  is  not  found  at  any  other 
site  except  the  upper  levels  of  ux°?  and  seems  to  be  a  later  mani¬ 
festation  of  the  Lewis  component  material®  that  have  undergone 
saddle  Mississippi  influences  •  The  significance  of  this  stratig¬ 
raphy  will  be  discussed  in  e'xiptar  v.  Beside  the  pottery  found 
in  the  pits  there  wore  a  number  of  projectile  points,  Ons  type 
of  projectile  point  is  like  ueno  found  elsewhere  in  Lewis  compo¬ 
nents.  It  Is  a  thin,  narrow,  stediug^length*  c  trail jit~s to:: aaed 
typo  and  appears  to  be  a  variant  of  Type  III* 

Also  found  in  the  refuse  in  the  pits  are  Lewis  burials. 

One  burial  (Ho*  75-70}  is  a  double  burial  with  the  body  in  an  ex¬ 
tended  position  and  having  a  projectile  associated  with  it,  Tho 
other  burials  are  so  fragmentary  that  they  defy  recognition* 

Above  the  Feature  X.  material  uer©  the  diddle  Mississippi 
burials  and  the  ssoua&  that  was  built  ©round  them. 

In  pros  eating  these  materials  excavated  I  shall  not  at- 

i 

tempt  to  give  separate  trait  lists  for  each  level  hut  will  present 
&  composite  trait  list  for  bias  site. 

Material  culture 

I  •  Arc  iltoc  tnral  complex 

1.  V.  tructur© — part  of  two  rectan  gular  post-hole  houses 

2,  Pits— circular,  a beep-sided,  flfi t-hot toned  pits 

II.  Burial  complex 

1  *  Extended  burials 
2.  Double  burials 
5*  Burials  in  pits 

4*  Grave  goods— few  and  of  stone  when  they  exist 

III.  Military  and  Hunting  aon&>lox 
1*  1  Typo  I  point 

2.  2  Type  II  point® 

5,  1  Type  III  point 

4.  1  Typo  IVa  point 

5.  2  Type  I7b  points 

G.  3  Type  V  points 

7.  farts  of  2  chipped  knives 
IV,  be onomic  complex 

1.  1  pctalold  colt 
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2  •  4  rmllors 

3*  Hany  flake  scraper® 

V •  Pottery  complex 

1.  Lewie  Cardmarked 

2.  Lewis  Plain 

3*  Lewis  Gracs&Lmrkod  (and  Seedsmrked) 

4,  Lewis  Trail od-ovoi  Cordnmrkod 
5*  Lewis  Red-slipped  sherd 
£•  Lewis  Incised 
7*  Lewis  Impressed 

V 

Pp  13 

Tills  site  was  originally  thou, :ht  to  be  a  Lewis  site*  It 
was  on  a  snail  knoll  about  two  tails s  oast  of  the  main  Kincaid 

mounds* 

It  was  excavated  by  Lossa  in  1939  and  found  to  contain  a 
Middle  Mississippi— typo  house  and  a  number  of  pits— •  'daturas  X- 
III,  XX-XIIX*  The  materials  surrounding  the  house  wore  definitely 
Middle  Mississippi*  However,  within  tli©  pits  tlwsro  was  a  mixture 
of  T’miaar,  Lewis,  and  Kincaid*  Also,  these  materials  wore  strati- 
graphically  arimn  ed,  Saiaaor,  Lewis,  mid  Kincaid  going  from  bottom 
to  top,  though  there*  Is  some  mixture  both  top  and  bottom*  However, 
in  layer  two  of  the  total  excavation,  Lewis  materials  era  usually 
four:!  and  easily  separated*  These  materials  from  the  pits  and 
layer  two  are  here  listed* 

Material  culture 

I*  hill  tar;;  and  Hunting  complex 
1*  3  Type  X  projectile  i*ain fcs 

2.  1  Type  II  projectile  point 

3.  2  Type  III  projectile  points 

4*  3  Type  IV  a  projectile  points 

5*  3  Typo  XVb  projectile  points 

6*  3  Type  V  projectile  points 

7*  X  Type  VI  projectile  points 

II*  Economic  and  Religious  complex 

1*  Parts  of  a  triangular  flint  knife 
2#  1  pctuloid  celt 
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III.  Pottery  complex 

1*  Lewis  Cordnarked  sliords 

2.  Lew In  Plain  sherds 

3.  Lewis  riod-s  lipped  sherds 

4.  Lewis  Impressed.  sherds 

5.  Lewis  Trailed— ovor  Cortkiarkod 

6*  Lewis  irassraarked 

7.  1  Lewis  Incised  sherd 

% 

Th©  site  was  located  on  top  of  a  bluff  at  t?K*  foot  of  the 
hill,  and  was  discovered  and  excavated  by  the  author  in  1941*  Un¬ 
fortunately,  it  was  in  a  field  of  com.  Permission  to  die  was  not 
granted  until  the  .rowing  season  was  completed  and  than  only  test 
squares  wore  allowed  to  bo  sunk,  as  trenches  would  possibly  hatred© 
Spring  plowing.  However,  later  we  warn  informed  that  if  something 
ablr  like  house  or  skeletons"  ware  discovered,  digging  could  bo 
nor©  oxtena lve  for  a  slight  consideration. 

For  t2  as  sbova-csentlaned  reasons  2  row©  of  5  5-foot  squares 
spaced  10  foot  apart  wore  dug.  Added  to  this  rectangle  of  10  5* 
foot  squares  4  more  test  squares  wore  dug  25  foot  away  frees  each 
o  of  the  rectangle.  Timm  wore  to  discover  the  edge  of  th© 
aite.  and  yielded  little  riaterlalc.  In  no  square  was  It  necessary 
to  go  down  more  than  throe  feet  to  run  Into  areha ©©logically  sfcor- 
ilo  strata,  the  materials,  though  spread  over  a  large  surface 
area,  were  in  reality  ratlior  spars©  and  were  mainly  confined  to  an 
area  of  40  feet  by  70  feet.  Probably  plowing  had  spread  thorn  over 
n  larger  area.  In  Square  451  2  and  Dquar*  45L1,  Features  II  and  I 
respectively  were  found.  oth  y©r©  stoop-sided,  round,  flat- 
bottomed  refuse  pits.  The  only  other  possible  f ©a turns  were  In 
Square  601:2  where  two  pieces  of  charcoal  mar  the  surface  my 
have  been  poet  holes.  However,  &am  Lewis  artifacts  wore  found 
in  all  squares. 

Material  culture 

I.  Architectural  eanplox. 

1.  S  true  turn— two  post  holes  tliat  nay  have  been  part  of 

a  house. 

2.  Pita— 2  refuse  pits  that  were  stoop-sided,  ro and,  and 
flat-bottCE3»d  • 
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II*  fconoraic  and  Artistic  ccssplox* 

1*  2  nullors  ox*  anvils— ►round  and  plano-convex  or  pulled 

on  one  side.  Theso,  also*  wore  used  as  hSBsmre  tones • 

2.  1  crudely  chipped  colt  roup,  ily  putalold  in  shape,  flat 

cxi  one  surface  and  ovoid  on  the  other* 

III*  anting  and  Military  complex . 

1*  ^unorcue  flake  scrappers  of  various  air.es  and  s'-iapos* 

2*  Parts  of  7  trian,  ;ular  knives  * 

5*  3  Type  II  projectile  points  • 

4*  1  Type  ITa  projectile  point* 

5*  2  Type  IVb  projectile  points* 

6.  1  Type  7  projectile  point* 

IV.  Pottery  conplez . 

1*  116  Lewis  Cordsiarked . 

2*  20  Lewis  C ord- ivipro a s ©d  * 

3*  3  Lewis  Ira  llod-o ve  r  fordniarked* 

4.  4  Lewis  Oraaffiaarkad. 

5*  22  Lewis  Plain* 

8.  1  Lewis  Hod  ware* 

Fpv3G 

bho  site  was  located  on  a  bluff  about  halfway  up  the  side 
of  a  large  hill.  The  site  was  very  definitely  in  the  Mil  country 
of  the  region  and  may  bo  divided  Into  two  areas:  tha  first  an  area 
made  of  stone  cairns  and  the  second  an  are a  containing  village  sm- 

to rial a • 

Ilio  excavation  of  the  site  was  attempted  twice,  first  by 
a  group  of  W.P.A  *  non  and  the  autdxor  in  1941,  and  a  sec -end  ties© 
by  Baer,  Out  ho,  and  the  author  in  the  spring  of  1942*  On  the 
first  attest  5  pits  wore  surd:  in  the  village  site,  while  on  the 
second  attempt  2  pits  wore  sunk,  and  3  of  the  5  stone  cairns  wore 
partially  excavated*  Beside  the  m to rials  found  in  the  excavation, 
the  author  was  given  surface  oatorials  collected  by  a  faxssor  who 
had  lived  on  the  site  all  Ms  life  (anti  who  was  not  an  " Indian 
rolic  collector8' ) »  It  appears  that  th©  cairns  wore  built  by  tlia 

ty 

Lewis  people*'  who  xiad  occupied  the  alto  very  briefly  arid  not  ex¬ 
tensively* 

o*  "Burial  mvCUbe#”  infra,  p«  30* 
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I*  Architectural  complex. 

1.  Stone  cairns, 

II.  Boonmic  and  Artistic  coenplox. 

1*  Wmercma  flake  scrapers. 

2.  1  rotand  polished  cruller. 

3*  1  chipped  pctalold  celt. 

4.  2  hammers tones  (parts). 

III.  Tuatiiv:  and  ' Stlltary  caupl&x. 

X*  Flake  scrapers. 

2.  2  parts  of  2  large  triangular  knives. 

3.  1  Type  I  point. 

4.  5  Type  II  points. 

5.  9  Typo  III  points  (4  whole  points  and  5  parts  of 
points )  • 

6.  1  'Type  XVa  point. 

7.  2  Type  XVb  points. 

0.  3  Type  V  point 3. 

9.  11  parts  of  points  that  are  undeto mined  a©  the  parts 

arc  too  small  to  identify • 

IV.  Pottery  complex. 

1.  Lewis  Cordniarkod  * 

2 .  Lewis  C ord- impro seed. 

3.  Lewis  frassnarked. 

4.  Lewis  Trallod-over  Cordiaurked. 

5.  Lewis  Plain. 

PpV31 

Situated  on  a  snail  id.  11  in  the  midst  of  a  large  eomifiold. 
Frau  t.o  surfs co  it  looked  like  a  pure  Lewis  site. 

The  site  was  excavated  by  Tow®,  f-aer,  ami  lacllelsk  in  1940. 
The  method  of  excavation  was  to  rim  a  trench  5  foot  wide  and  25 
feet  long.  Later  2  5- foot  squares  at  right  angles  to  the  trench 
were  oxcavotod.  The  site  was  eventually  abandoned  as  the  ma¬ 
terials  wove  too  spars®  to  warrant  further  digging. 

fa to rial  culture 

I.  'Tun tin;  and  Military  complex 

1.  Flake  scrapers 

2.  1  Type  V  projectile  point 
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3.  1  banners  toiio 

4.  1  Type  IVa  (parts)  project II o  point 
5*  X  Typo  I  (parts)  projectile  point 

IX  •  Fotsery  complex 


1. 

Lewis 

Oordmarked 

2. 

Lewis 

Cord  -  iapr©  s  aed 

3. 

Lewis 

Grassraarkod 

4. 

Lewis 

rmilod-over  Coixtmrkod 

5* 

Lewis 

Plain 

*4x°7 

At  the  Kincaid  alt©  the  conical  mound  Kx°?  was  excavated 
in  1041—42 .  In  excavating,  a  trench  was  sunk  clear  tlirouyh  it  and 
various  at ratified  cultural  layers  showed  up.  In  two  of  these 

enough  Lewis  ;saterials  showed  up  to  be  worthy  o  note— in  fact,  one 

« 

or  them  was  upurof1  Lewis. 

Material  culture 

Level  27-27  1/2 

Pottery-  complex 
1*  Lewis  Incited 
2 «  Lewis  Cordbatarked 

5.  Lewis  Plain 

4.  Lewis  Tjespr&u&od 

5.  Lewis  Trailed-ovor  Cordiae  rfcod 

Level  20 

I.  lottery  cenplex 

1  •  Lov/is  Coixkiarked 

2.  Lewis  Plain 

3.  Lewis  Impressed 

4.  Lewis  Sraam&rksd 

5.  Lewis  trailed- over  Cor&uarkod 
II.  Economic  complex 

1.  1  Lewis  Type  XVb  projectile  point 

2*  1  part  or  a  knife 

3.  Burnt  bones 

4.  1  Type  II  projectile  point 
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CHAPTER  XV 


A n  AHALTSIS  OF  LSWIf  MATERIAL  CULTURE 

Tho  Method  of  Analysis 

In  diopter  ill  tlia  Lewis  materials  wore  listed  and  in 
part  tentatively  classified.  It  now  becomes  necessary  to  classify 
and  compare  tbs  material  frcsa  all  sites  in  order  to  do  to  mine  the 
traits  peculiar  to  a  possible  Low  Is  focus.  Lome  sites  were  ex¬ 
tremely  poor  In  materials,  noma  possessed  traits  not  found  in 
others,  but  a  rccurrlrm:  complex  of  traits  ran  throu.  hout  all. 

In  dealing  with  the  material,  we  are  dividing  It  into: 

1.  Tho  Hunting  and  Military  complex 

2.  The  Religious  and  Economic  complex 

3.  The  Archl  tec  tural  complex 

4.  Tho  burial  and  Ceremonial  complex 

5.  The  Subsistence  complex 

6.  7h©  Pottery  complex 

Each  complex  will  bo  discussed  individually  am  each  part 
of  each  complex  will  be  described.  Following  the  descriptive  ma¬ 
teriel,  charts  correlating,  tho  types  and  the  occurrence  at  each 

particular  site  will  bo  found. 

Analysis  of  Complexes 
-Mill tar:/  and  " hgitln  ,  complex 

At  the  Lewis  sites  there  wo  e  parts  of  63  projectile  points 
and  the  usual  large  number  of  flint  flakes  and  rejects.  However, 
before  describing  the  points,  just  a  word  as  to  tho  material  frees 

which  they  war©  mad©. 

Upon  exaiaination  of  tho  flint  by  Robert  Ball  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Anthropology  of  tho  University  of  Chicago,  these  flakoa 
and  points  wore  Identified  as  being  mad©  of  flint,  about  fifty  per 
cent  of  which  cams  from  various  email  quarries,  rlvor  pebbles,  and 
local  geological  formations •  Tho  other  fifty  per  cent  were  dofi- 
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n Italy  Idontiflod  ns  coning  frou  q  largo  flint  quarry  near  Cob din, 
Illinois • 

Wo  now  cone  feo  the  typing  and  doscriptlo n  of  those  projec- 
tile  points.  The  types  are  similar  to  tlse  general  projectile- 
point  typo  3  Pp°l  and  Pp°3  act  up  for  Fulton  County  by  Cole  and 

Deuel. 


Typo  I.  A  long,  narrow  blade,  thin  in  cross  section,  having 
parallel,  slightly  oxcurvat©  sides  and  a  very  smll 
notch  at  the  base,  so  that  the  shoulders  of  tlio  trun¬ 
cate  base  arc  as  wide  as  the*  widest  point  on  the  body. 

Type  II.  Smll  (usually  loss  than  1  inch  to  1  l/2  inches  long), 
shallow,  poorly  defined  round  notch,  round  shoulders, 
and  a  truncate  base.  In  cross  section  the  point  is 
thin. 


Type  III. 


Type  17 a • 


Typo  IVb. 


Type  V. 


Type  VI. 


lle&im  length,  wide,  diagonal  sides,  stars  terminating 
in  a  truncate  base.  (This  particular  type  is  a  very 
general  .oodland-t ^  pe  point". ) 

Long  and  narrow,  parallel,  slightly  outcurvlay  sides. 
The  chipping  is  poorly  done,  d lightly  long,  rounded 
notches  near  the  rounded  base  •  In  cross  section  these 
points  are  Ginas  t  as  tliick  as  they  are  wide. 

Tlio  eano  as  Type  I7a  generally,  but  usually  analler, 
wider,  and  thinner. 


A  Ion •  arid  narrow,  slightly  curved- sided  point.  Tim 
shoulder's  are  pointed  with  a  poorly  defined,  rounded 
notch  and  a  tinancato  base.  The  chipping  is  crude » 


Lent  and  narrow  with  straight  or  slightly  curved  sides.  . 
The  chipping  Is  fine,  tho  shoulders  aliaost  barbed,  and 
the  notch  Is  wall  defined  and  the  base  t^umMabe* 


<r'K 
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DISTFIPtJTXOlS  01-  PH  0 JECTI1X- -  F  0 IK7  TfVES 


Sit© 

Typo 

I 

II 

III 

XVa 

IVb 

V 

VI 

J*pvlA . 

1  K 

1 

e  •  • 

1  ^ 

2 

1 

1 

Ppv13 . . 

3  > 

2 

O 

9*0 

3 

3 

2 

2 

hs ^45  ( Owens  S I  to ) 

1  ^ 

3 

9  9  9 

1  - 

2 

1 

9  9  9 

Fpv36  (Lost  Croak) 

1^ 

5 

4 

2 

2 

3 

o 

Fpv31 . . 

1 

•  99 

ova 

1  T 

9  9  9 

1 

1 

Pp°2 . . 

1  ? 

2 

1 

1^ 

2 

3 

•  *  * 

a»°7 . 

1 

1 

9  9  9 

1 

9  9  9 

e  *  « 

7^7) 


2 


1  X 


L 


6  » 


q 


. 
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The  distribution  indicates  that  types  I,  II*  XV a,  IVb*  and 

V  belong  to  the  Lewis  conponent  and  my  bo  considered  diagnostic 
traits.  Typos  III  and  VI  are  not  widely  distributed  and  are  of  a 
[general  woodland  variety.  Tlioso  two  types  nust  also  be  considered 
Lewis  traits  but  not  necessarily  diagnostic. 


Ecenoalc  eomplox 

Tlie  Item  that  make  up  this  complex  are  not  numerous  {ex¬ 
cepting  ti2©  flake  scrapers )  •  Most  of  the  artifacts  ar©  what  slight 
be  ter 'bed  household  tools. 

Vim  first  artifact  under  discussion  Is  or»  that  Is  a  diag¬ 
nostic  trait  of  the  Lewis  focus— the  chipped  celts.  These  celts 
are  petuloid  in  shape  made  out  of  flint  with  little  secondary 
chipping.  They  are  Kinds  flat  on  one  side  and  rmmded  on  the  other* 
They  are  usually  ssade  of  flint,  though  types  have  been  found  mdo 
of  sandy  sonic .  Polished  celts  of  the  yoaoral  woodland  type  arm 
also  found* 

Triangular  flint  knives  are  indicated  can  ovary  Lewis  site. 
Though  no  whole  knives  wore  found,  the  numroua  paints  safes  It  pos¬ 
sible  to  reconstruct  their  characteristics*  The  knives  aro  flat- 
based,  with  slightly  eurvato  sides  but  roughly  triangular  in  si  saps. 
They  are  usually  quite  thin  and  show  rather  fine  secondary  chip¬ 
ping* 

found  stone  nailers  are  not  abundant*  though,  present  at 
over:;  Lewie  site.  Those  nailers  are  round  In  s  ape*  though  el¬ 
liptical  in  cross  section. 

Flint  scrapers  of  all  sorts  of  shapes  give  on©  the  lispres* 
sion  that  tho  Lewis  people  took  flint  flakes  and  did  some  second- 
ary  chipping  .on  parts  of  them,  and  used  tiMci  as  tools. 

Also  occurring  are  various  largo  river  pebbles  which  show 
evidence  of  having  boon  used,  as  hnis&ars  tones  on  one  end  or  the 
other. 

A  rcl il  fc  ec  fc  ural  complex 

Tho  arch! tee torsi  caaplex  of  tho  Lewis  focus  is  very 
sparsely  represented.  It  consisted  of  one  whole  house  {and  parts 
of  five  shailar  ones)  and  pits. 

v 

The  one  house  was  found  at  Fp  1A.  It  wan  a  large  rectangu¬ 
lar  house.  Large  posts  set  in  Individual  post  holes  fomod  the 
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TABLE  2 


DISTBUOTIOff  OF  ARTIFACTS 


Site 

Chipped 

Celts 

Knives 

Polished 

Colts 

fullers 

Hammer- 

stones 

FpVlA • • 

2 

O 

«* 

1 

2 

6 

PpV13.  . 

1 

1 

1 

2 

:bcv46. . 

1 

7 

1 

1 

2 

FpV36  * . 

1 

2 

1 

2 

2 

Fpv5l * . 

1 

1  >p°%  .  .  * 

1 

2 

3 

*Ix°7*  * . 

N 

1 

walls,  what  covered  the  area  between  the  post#  Is  indicated  by 
pieces  o:  wattle  and  daub*  Two  posts  in  opposite  comers  seem  to 
have  acted  as  roof  supports*  Also,  corner  posts  seem  to  have 
boon  diagonally  braced  by  posts  on  each  side  of  them. 

Parts  of  a  house  wore  found  at  lx07  connected  with  the 
Lewis  layer  (by  Hogor  -ill is  in  late  Dooaejbor,  1340) .  This  con¬ 
sisted  of  five  individual  post  holes  running  in  the  sarso  direction. 
All  those  features  correlate  perfectly  with  the  type  of  house 
found  at  PpvlA . 

John  Bennett,  also,  mentions  i>art  of  a  similar  house  found 
in  a  test  pit  at  Pp^lS*^ 

£  ©-examination  of  tile  Pp°2  field  notes  indicates  that 
parts  of  two  houses— -one  in  the  north  trench,  the  other  in  the 
south  trench— had  been  excavated. 

However,  beside  the  house  feature  we  find  pits  that  must 
he  classified  as  belonging  to  the  arcliitectural  oc&iplox*  Those 
wore  u sod  for  refuse,  are  round  in  shape,  steex>-»ided,  and  with 
concave  or  dish- shaped  bottoms*  In  also  they  are  two  to  four  foet 
across  and  one  foot  to  two  feet  deep* 

Ho  fire  pits  wore  found,  though  depressions  with  a  greet 

v  v 

deal  of  burned  clay  and  charcoal  do  occur  at  :-fc  3G  and  fp  1A. 

^Tonnott,  n Archaeological  Reconnaissance,”  p.  0. 
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Burial  coaploy 

What  there  Is  or  a  burial  complex  m$  f  und  at  Fpl/36  and 
Fp°2.  TTio  evidence  at  Ppv56  will  be  discussed  first,  Use  arti¬ 
facts  and  pottery  of  tills  sits  arc  definitely  hewis.  As  mentioned 
heretofore,  stone  calms  wore  found  at  Ppv36  associated  with  bowls 
materials.  Thus  there  Is  no  doubt  that  those  stone  calms  are  of 
Lewis  origin.  The  question  then.  arises  as  to  whether  or  not  they 
aro  part  of  t ho  burial  complex*  The  evidence  is  this?  when  stone 
cairns  arc  found  at  Lewls-liko  sites  such  as  ; ’Groan  -axes©!!  exca¬ 
vated  near  Carbondalo,  the  Indiana  Woodland  sites,  and  Pcmkes  In 
southeast  Ussoarl  and  eastern  Kentucky,  they  contain  burials. 

In  ono  of  the  local  calms,  a  very  snail  part  of  a  human  molar  was 
found . 

In  outline  tiic so  calms  are  round  or  elliptical  and  made 
up  of  flat  stone  slabs.  They  arc  eight  to  ton  feet  in  diameter  find 
wore  constructed  in  tills  manner*  Around  the  edges  of  calms  flat 
stone  slabs  were  set  la  the  ground  at  a  45-degree  angle*  Jl&ny  of 
those  slabs  overlap  one  another*  As  one  digs  toward  the  cantor  of 
those  structural  the  dabs  bee one  flatter  and  piled  on  top  of  each 
other.  Also,  in  the  center  of  the  so  calms  a  re  found  pits  filled 
with  slabs;  and  In  one  of  the*  culms  was  found  a  pit  filled  with 
burnt  clay,  charcoal,  and  the  like# 

Due  to  the  moisture  and  type  of  coil  tho  skeletal  material 

n 

has  coa  lately  disintegrated**' 

It  would  seem  that  we  have  not  only  a tone -cairn  burial 
mounds ,  but  also  sub— floor  burial  pits. 

At  Pp°2  the  burial  complex  is  more  easily  discerned, 
within  the  upper  hood land  levels,  namely.  Feature  X,  five  burials 
were  found  in  pits*  Only  one  burial  was  in  a  condition  that  could 
bo  studied  (burial  75-76).  The  burial  pa  in  a  pit  in  the  extended 
position  with  a  single  projectile  point  (between  tho  logs  of  one 
of  the  individuals).  The  burial  is  composed  of  two  individuals— 
a  double  burial.  The  skeletal  material  was  too  poorly  preserved 
for  on,  anthropometric  study* 

Ceremonial  complex 

Two  objects  we,  a  found  at  ?pvlA  that  should  bo  mentioned, 
though  no  other  of  these  types  were  found  elsewhere.  On©  was  a 

o 

Skeletal  material  found  at  Kincaid  and  In  similar  situa¬ 
tions  disintegrates  rapidly,  also. 
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round,  centrally  hollowed,  snail  clay  hoed,  while  fcho  other  was  a 
disk-shaped  clay  object  having  a  punctate  ©poke like  design  on  it. 
These  can  hardly  he  called  traits  because  of  their  rareness,  and 
are  mentioned.  only  as  material  occurring  with  Lewis  :iatorials* 

Sulniistonco  conplox 

As  nsmtioned  before,  all  bowls  sites  are  small,  though 
spread  over  a  large  area.  Also,  at  Hx°7  and  PpVli,  anlsial  botwss 
and  shells  were  found  in  sufficient  number  to  aU^SEeefc  that  these 
were  a  caisson  food,  hoi's  over,  no  evidence  of  com  was  found. 

From  these  throe  facte  it  is  concluded  that  the  Lewis  people  wore 
a  semlnotaadlc  or  noriadic  croup  practicing  a  hunting  ecoaoay. 

Pottery  con-ploy 

Hie  Louis  pottery  is  a  general  Woodland  type.  Though  tdie 
writer  lias  divided  it  into  types  on  the  bap la  of  surface  finish, 
s'.y&pQ,  ansi  lip  decoration,  the  paste  is  the  sane  throughout •  For 
this  reason  the  paste  will  be  considered  first,  as  it  applies  to 
all  the  t  xh*  wares*  About  8,000  chords  w ere  examined  in  tills 
analysis • 


Paste 


Tom per.  The  Lewis  s:«erds  are  grifc-fcejaperod—fchls  temper 
is  snail  in  «&$*f  lflMS  awt*  diameter  and  of 
medium  amounts  • 


Texture .  Rather  flue  and  dense,  with  tendency  toward  a 
chalky  feel  i  ny  . 

Hardness .  0-3-5.  It  is  of  good  consistency  and  therefore 

quite  hand* 

Color.  For  the  most  part  it  is  dark  purplish  gray,  often 
fading  into  orange*  Fir in.  contact  as  revealed 
by  this  coloration,  is  got ;para lively  poor* 


I*  Lewis  Gordiaarkod 

Yho  surf ace  finish  on  those  piece©  was  done  with  a  cord- 
wrapped  paddle  with  from  ton  to  twenty  cords  on  the  paddle.  Nearly 
all  have  been  partially  smoothed  over.  This  cor&iarkinr  always 
appears  on  the  exterior  of  pots,  while  the  interior  is  smoothed 
and  faint  marks  ICiat  show  wiping  nay  be  seen. 

o core t ion *—0n  all  types  the  only  portion  decorated  is 
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the  lip.  '.  In ce  there  seomc  to  he  no  correlation  between  surface 

finish  and  lip  decoration  except  on  the  cord— impressed  types  and 

the  large  incised  pieces,  the  various  techniques  of  decorating  the 
% 

lipo  will  bo  described  here  arid  the  description  of  the  other  typos 
referred  back  to  tills  section. 

1.  raddled  11 pa.  These  lips  have  been  decorated  b y  paddling 

the  lip  free*  above  with  a  cord-srmpped  paddle. 
They  shew  a  tendency  toward  overlapping  on 
both  sides  of  the  rim. 

2.  i toothed  lips.  These  have  been  wiped  smooth  and  have  a 

tendency  to  be  rounded  and  to  be  thinner 
than  the  rln* 

3.  Punched  lips.  These  have  been  punched  vertically  from  above. 

The  puiic! lings  are  close  together  all  around 
tho  lip  making  it  appear  thicker.  Those 
pieces  most  often  occur  with  tho  incised  sur¬ 
face  finish. 

4.  cronolafcrd  lips.  Cut  with  tho  side  of  an  instrument  applied 

horizontally  •  They  often  give  tho  appear¬ 
ance  of  having  boon  rolled-over  by  a  round 
object. 

5.  Stdo-notched  lips.  Cut  just  below  exterior  edge  of  the  lip 

by  the  and  of  an  instrument  applied  hori¬ 
zontally. 

6m  Cut  lips.  Appear  to  have  boon  cat  with  a  sharp,  long  in¬ 
strument  applied  horiaontally  • 

In  fores  all  tho  Lewis  ssatariol  is  similar •  bases  are 
rounded  and  subeanotdal.  Pod  lea  are  cylindrical  or  slightly  ex¬ 
panded  toward  the  rim*  Shoulders  are  very  slightly  indicate;-.  « 

Techs  do  not  exist  and  rins  arc  ofcralght  or  slightly  oufcourving* 
Actually  tiio  yes  ere  ftm&ttQ* n tally  the  same  (me  drawing,  p.  41 ) 
though  **  coconut”  ferns  do  appear. 


Typo  II.  Lewis  0 prd- imp re  8  a  od 

The  surface  find ah  of  thin  type  was  made  by  impressing  a 
cord-wrapped  paddle  on  the  surface  of  tho  vessel  so  that  t!^G  cord 
Impressions  run  vertically.  Tho  only  decoration  that  appears  on 
tlie  lips  is  the  aide-notohed  type.  In  form  the  vessels  have  aub- 
conoidal  bases,  rounded  bodies,  no  shoulders,  and  incurving  rims 
and  necks  (the  shape  w©  h&ve  called  ”  test-tube  shapd1)  • 


Type  III.  Lewis  Plain 


The  surface  finish  of  tlilo  type  lias  boon  fomed  by  smooth- 
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ing-over  tlio  surface  of  the  vessel  before  It  had  been  fired.  In 
all  other  features  it  appears  to  be  like  the  Lewis  Cor&uarked 
typo  . 

Tyne  IV.  Louis  'trasanarked 

111©  Impressions  on  those  slierds  were  made  with  snail  crass, 
or  fibers  of  roods ,  in  a  mtuvir  suggesting  that  a  bundle  of  this 
fas  terial  had  boon  wiped  over  tho  surface  •  Other  features  are  the 
sono  as  the  Lewis  Cordfesarked  type. 

Typo  f .  Lewis  Tralled-over  Cordaarked 

Here  the  surfaces  which  were  originally  eordEiarked  have 
2md  a  cord-wrappod  paddle  or  a  stick  dr&yrod  over  the  nock  surface* 
Trailing  wan  done  in  parallel,  cui’Vilinoai*  lines  parallel  to  lip. 

Typo  VI*  Lewis  Incised 

A  total  of  42  incised  sherds  was  unearthed  at  Pp°2 .  About 
ten  of  tlsBse  show  lip  decoration  of  the  panel t&&  variety  as  well  as 
neck  decoration*  This  decoration  is  unique  for  the  whole  Lewis 
pottery  series  asonly  ono  other  specimen  has  been  found  {at  .hi07) . 

The  Incising  was  dona  wi tli  the  end  of  a  flat,  blunt  In¬ 
strument,  2  mm.  wide,  0.4  on.  deep*  The  area  incised  is  definitely 
upper  neck  or  rtn,  accoMla;;  to  available  specimens.  The  incising 
was  don©  on  a  smoothed  surface. 

The  patterns  of  decoration  cannot  be  fully  recognised  be¬ 
cause  of  tin  lack  of  large  enough  sherds.  However,  something  can  be 
said  as  to  the  general  type  of  pat  to  rue  used.  0ns  type  of  do  sign 
©sens  to  be  made  up  of  parallel,  curvilinear  linos  parallel  to  tli© 
lip,  like  tho  Lewis  Trcilod-ovor  Oordrmrked  variety.  A  second 
type  of  design  element  is  made  up  of  curvilinear  linos  that  are 
not  parallel  to  tlio  lip.  The  final  type  of  patterning  seems  to 
bo  made  up  of  straight  linos  in  son©  sort  of  a  rectilinear  design. 

Tho  sherds  gave  sar.io  in  flea  ti  n  as  to  body  fom«  rionta- 
tion  of  tlio  lip  on  a  flat  surface  showed  a  contracting  rla  su&- 
go sting  a  squat,  wide,  olio  shape*  This  is  In  contrast  to  the 
evidence  obtained  for  tho  o thor  cordnarkod  forma. 

Title  ceramic  type  will  bo  mentioned  again  in  connection 
v i  th  tli©  ciironolc  y  s  i  tun  1 1  on  • 
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Type  VII *  Lewis  "  ed  Slip 

Only  a  very  few  sherds  of  tills  typo  exist  though  Borne  have 
been  found  at  nost  of  the  Lew  is  sites*  Xn  aur faeo  finish  a  rod 
•U  MV  been  applied*  Shapes,  lip  atlo n*  ma&  the  like*  are 

unknown*  Those  my  not  belong:  to  Lewis  at  all. 

T,yo  Tin.  L ovl^i  'la tea 

This,  also,  nay  not  be  a  time  type,  but  part  of  throe 
'-fiddle  ::iasla3lppl;t**ebjaped.  plates  were  found  at  PpvlA*  The,/  ar» 
grit-* tempered  and  eordmarked  on  the  outside  with  a  crenels  t. Ion* 
type  decoration  on  the  lips. 

Siaasary  of  the  Lewis  aterlal  Culture 

We  have  briefly  described  the  various  cosaplex.es  that  nake 
up  the  Lewis  rntef rial  culture*  A©  may  be  seen  on  the  following 
table  or  trait  list,  each  Lewis  sits  or  caajjcment  1ms  many  of 
those  traits  and  all  may  be  considered  to  have  boon  occupied  by 
the  *©»a  group  or  gaoup*  of  people.  Thus  the  total  complex  of 
traits,  held  go  no  rally  by  all  the  Lewis  sites,  will  be  called  the 
traits  of  the  Lewis  focus.  In  conclusion*  a  brief  list  of  the 
traits  of  the  Lewis  focus  and  the  occurrence  of  these  traits  at 
the  various  foci  are  here  given* 
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TABLE  5 


TRAIT  LIST  OF  TTf .  LBWIS  FOCUS 


Trait 

Pp°2 

Ppv13 

Ppv3X 

PpvlA 

«K°7 

dxv45 

Ppv36 

Typo  I  projectile  points.. 

X 

X 

X 

*  *  *  * 

X 

X 

Typo  II  .rojectll©  points. 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Typo  III  projectile  points 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Type  XV*  projectile  points 

X 

X 

X 

X 

*  *  *  « 

X 

X 

Type  IVb  projectile  points 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Type  V  projectile  points.. 

X 

X 

X 

X 

*  *  *  • 

X 

X 

Type  vr  projectile  points. 

•  »  •  t 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Cl' lipped  potololu  colts.... 

X 

X 

•  m  *  •  * 

X 

•  *  *  * 

X 

X 

Pnl  1  r.fll  hr*. 

? 

x 

x 

X 

•  X 

n  1  ntl  PT:  *>  VCil'i 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

S  tone  pliers . . . 

X 

X 

***** 

X 

*  *  •  * 

X 

X 

Fir,!  :o  scraper's ............ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

In; tnnr  _ ......... 

X 

X 

X 

x 

Re  c  t  anry  il  ar  pos  t-holo 

*t .................. 

X 

X 

X 

r»*vn«#V!  urn-tth-tt  -^vi  ;  ^  .a?  .  .  .  «  «  . 

y 

x 

X 

X 

Bo  Tire  pits  . . . 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X' 

yr  tnndcP‘  do' 5 ;  lo  p--:^1r>Xs.  •  . 

X 

y toms  cp '*•  ms .............. 

X 

" '  ■  ;  r»f  n  1  ;  A  fi*  . . 

X 

x 

Y 

?•  me tn toP*  nlrv  /i*  «p-» ...... 

X 

X 

Ikmtln.  and  fiaUiny  ooraio^ 

? 

? 

? 

X 

X 

X 

X 

t-»t«fflBiperecV  ^otfcory  •  •  •  •  • 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Ccmaarketl  surface  fit iluiu 

X 

X 

• 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Smooth  rrorf aco  finish.  .... 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

drasa^vrkod  surfaca  finish 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Trailed  narking  over  cord- 

marking* ................ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Red-slip  surface  finish... 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X. 

X 

Decora  ted  lips  . . . 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Y 

0  or  on  at-  a.  taped  voaaolo  .... 

X 

X 

? 

X 

* 

? 

? 

ritihi^rvt  nl  BfifjfSfS 

X 

X 

x 

X 

X 

Lack  of  well— defied 

shoulders ............... 

X 

X 

•  • 

X 

? 

? 

It 

Tnftl  *»<  7ir»  rvti  nAftlf^i 

•r 

X 

I*  os  L — tj  - 1,  -a  a  ay  ;o  . 

X 

X 

? 

X 

? 

? 

n 

,  .  • 
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(01*0 ua  section) 


Typo  I  projectile  point 


Type  III  projectile  point 


Typo  IVa  projoctilo  point 


0 


Typo 


(cross  section) 
'To  projectile  point 
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CHAPTER  V 


THS  CHRONOLOGICAL  POSITION  OF  Lh.'WIS 

Introduction  to  the  chronological  Data 

Archaeological  reports  sb*ow  that  there  are  many  wa/s  of 
establishing  chronology  of  culture*  Ttu§  endeavor  to  place  Lewis 
In  Uw3  culture  seq^ionco  at  Kincaid  2ms  brought  into  use  five  of 
these  mfchodss  use  of  comparative  data,  typology  and  pottery  dis¬ 
tribution  (vertically),  stratigraphy,  dendrochronology,  and  corre¬ 
lation  of  various  of  the  above-mentioned  materials*  Always,  the 
method  used  was  governed  by  the  materials  at  hand  and  the  particu¬ 
lar  archaeological  situation  that  presented  itself* 

T2ie  first  attempt  at  chronology  in  reference  to  Lewis  was 
made  by  Horace  insr  in  a  paper  presented  at  Ann  Arbor  in  1130. L 
He  assumed  that,  tppol ogle ally,  Lewis  dordroarked  pottery  should  be 
in  a  temporal  position  between  the  earlier  and  cruder  T  aumar  wares 
and  tlie  later,  more  finely  done  Kincaid  wares.  Later  comparative 
evidence  was  found  that  ten  led  to  substantiate  the  chronology  of 
types • 

The  second  attempt  was  undertaken  by  Cole  and  lennott  in 

3 

1940* 4  Having  made  tentative  classification  of  Lewis,  ;  aimer,  and 
Kincaid  pottery,  a  study  was  made  of  the  vertical  distribution  of 
pottery  at  the  various  sites  at  Kincaid,  The  results  showed  that 
the  Lewis  pottery  mm  in  a  middle  position,  but  that  it  also  pos¬ 
sibly  overlapped  with  both  tho  *  aumor  and  Kincaid. 

The  third  attempt  cm.ua  via  stratigraphy  at  various  loca¬ 
tions  in  and  around  Kincaid* 

In  tiie  meantime,  dendrochronology  was  being  used  on  some 
wood  specimens  found  at  a  "pure"  Lewis  site.  A  tentative  date  was 
given  but  Inter  waa  withdrawn  and  the  material  is  being  reworked. 

^Kliior,  paper  presented  at  Am  Arbor  Anthropological  met¬ 
ing  in  1938* 

2 

So©  next  section. 

^Cole  and  Bennett,  University  of  Chicago  laboratory  notes. 
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An  actual  date  a  ould  bo  forthcoming* 

The  final  type  of  evidence  used  may  bo  called  the  correla¬ 
tion  of  typology,  stratigraphy,  and  comparative  data*  Sfhls  final 
not  hod  not  only  shows  the  sequential  relation  of  Lewis  to  th© 
other  cultures  in  this  area ,  but  indicates  changes  that  say  have 
taken  place  within  the  Lev/ la  culture  itself* 

The  Chronological  Position  of  Lewis  in  Light 

— sr  Conpara'tiVe  A  revise  oioplcal  'koquences 

as  mentioned  before,  besides  Horace  minor’s  paper  pointing 
out  the  sequence  of  culture  at  Kincaid  there  are  other  papers  on 
the  subject.  The  first  bit  of  ccsaparative  evidence  arose  from  the 
Blraln  hrn  Third  Southeastern  Archaeological  Conforenco  whore  it 
was  decided  by  that  group  that  in  the  southeast  the  sequences  of 
pottery  ran,  roughly,  1  linos  ton®' -tempered  ware,  grit-  temp  o  red  war*©, 
and  h  <  oil- tempo red  war©**'4  Transf errin ;;  tills  general  sequence  froEi 
the  southeast  to  Kincaid,  ono  finds  earliest,  Ikasaor,  which  haa 
lluostone- tempered  war©;  next,  Lewis,  bavin.;  grit- tempo red  ware; 
and  finally,  Kincaid,  with  its  shell-tmpered  ware*  Those  general 
conclusions  were  later  borne  out  by  Griffin  with  hie  pottery  anal- 

*5  S 

yaiu  of  Harris  a  sin  and  Harris  analysis  of  •  lekwick  basin*' 

7 

The  work  dons  by  Moreau  riaxwell  in  the  Carbondalo  area 
shows  tiiat  one  of  his  cultures  called  nl  ayrsond"  is  related  to  Lew¬ 
is*  Lewis,  also,  can  be  shown  to  bo  distantly  related  to  his  Dil- 
linjyer  focus*  Actually  all  trait  analysis  between  Raymond,  Lewis, 
and  ftllingcr  places  Lewis  temporally  between  the  two*0 

Hiving  briefly  presented  this  background,  lot  us  examine 
the  Carbondalo  area*  Thera  the  sequence  is 5  Crab  Orchard,  a  cul- 

H4otea  on  the  £imln;  ;ham  Conference  of  1938,  taken  by 
John  «  *  forme tt* 

v  Janes  Griffin,  *A  inscription  and  Analysis  of  Horrla 
Basin  fetter:/,"  in  An  Archaeological  furway  of  th©  Uorris  Basin, 
by  ff.  S.  v-ebb,  VX-ir-t^mTirmr. - - - ~ - 

"h  .  •  •  Taig,  ”A  1  ©aoriptlon  and  Analysis  o:  Pickwick  5  o  fc- 

tory,H  In  An  Archaeological  Survey  of  Pickwick  Basin  in  the  Adja- 
cent  Portions  oF  the  '"o  Til  ofc  rata  ,  fd'os’issippl .  and  Tennessee , 

wr-’3&>  a:sv.  T:,3ar^t!£:^m;  - 

fj 

Moreau  Maxwell,  ”Th©  Establishment  of  a  Dilllnger  Focus" 
{Unpublished  Hoc tor’s  dissertation,  University  of  Chicago,  Depart¬ 
ment  op  Anthropology,  1942). 

%o©  chap*  vl,  p.  54* 
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turo  horizon  almost  identical,  with  :•  amor;  next  a  Jlopowolllaa  per¬ 
iod;  then  a  Lewia-llko  horizon  which  may  bo  earlier  but  is  at  ill 
clone  in  tine  to  Lewis;  and  finally  Ml  linear  ami  a  fiddle  !l»ois- 
alppl  culture  Influence,  These  facts  substantiate  our  knowledge 
of  fclie  cultural  sequence  st  Kincaid,  Briefly,  they  Infer  ausjer 
to  bo  first,  followed  by— *thouqh  probably  not  overlapping*" ►Lewis ; 
ami  finally  a  Middle  -'iasissippi  eultoro* 

Griffin  adds  more  evidence  that  the  cord- narked  horizon 
lies  between  a  Middle  Mississippi  horizon  and  an  early  l&sostone- 
tempered  horizon,  He  also  has  stated  that  on  the  basis  of  pot¬ 
tery  chronology  in  trie  areas  surrounding  Kincaid,  Lewis  is  cer¬ 
tainly  in  a  central  chronological  position  when  compared  to  Kincaid 
and  Bausaer,^ 

Bennett  end  Maxwell  ayree  that  this  la  the  general  situa¬ 
tion  in  southern  Illinois  1  ^ 


Tito  Ciu^gnoXorieal  Position  of  Lewis  in.  Light 

^  "  oY'bo  Trta  YfncMO, 

This  material  is  entirely  taken  fresa  a  study  done  by  Cola 

n  ~  q  y 

arul  Bennett,  In  this  they  took  various  squares  In  Pp  2 ,  Bp  13, 

and  other  sites  at  Kincaid#  They  then  analysed  the  pottery  found 
at  the  various  levels  within  those  squares  and  correlated  the  per¬ 
centages  of  ©acy  typo  in  th©  square,  with  the  following  results. 
The  upper  levels  contained  about  95  per  cent  Middle  Mississippi 
©herds,  with  5  per  cent  of  Lewla  sherds,  The  middle  levels  con¬ 
tained  about  50  per  cent  Middle  Mississippi  sherds,  25  per  cent 
'Sumer,  and  2S  per  cent  Low  1b,  while  the  lower  levels  had  about 
90  per  cent  I -amor  alsorde,  10  ix?r*  cent  Lewis  shards  •  73m  &•  POU.li 

statistics  boar  cut  the  hypothesis  formed  on  the  basis  of  tho  ©on*- 
par a live  n  * to rials. 


‘"Griffin,  nTh©  A  fcjuiooI  apical  History  of  the  Eastern 
'Ini tod  ftutoc,”  a  paper,  Andover,  1941, 

^Personal  correspondence  with  'riff in  in  1942. 

^laxwoll  and  Bennett*  "Archaeological  Horizons  in  South¬ 
ern.  Illinois,”  reports  of  mingle  Acad gay  of  Science  for  1041. 

^Bennett,  "Archaeological  Horizons  in  Southern  Illinois,” 
American  Antiquity  fortLCCS&iri': ♦ 

^Bnl  versify  of  Chicago  laboratory  notes . 
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The  Chronological  Position  of  Louis 

In  jLlrht  or  I? tratirrap!  iy 

Of  tlie  many  sites  at  Kincaid  that  were  excavated,  only  two 
(Pp°2  and  5Jx°7)  gave  evidence  of  all  t£iree  cultures  stratified. 
However,  various  othara  did  show  two  cultures  in  stratigraphy  and 
in  addition  there  were  sme  pure  sites.  Before  dealing  with  }fx°7 
and  P p°2  and  their  ntratirraphy ,  lot  us  decide  what  the  others  can 
shew  us  concern  In;  the  chronology  of  Lewis. 

At  ^36,  worked  by  John  Murra  in  1940,  a  l  amer  level  was 
found  definitely  under  iitxed  Lewis  and  Kincaid  sherds.  Thus  Lewis 
was  not  ns  old  as  Pansier.  At  Ppu31,  worked  by  Chandler  low®  in 
1940,  Lewis  sherds  were  found  under  Iddle  Mississippi  sherds  in 
the  upper  level  and  in  intrusive  pits.  Thus  we  may  infer  that 
Lewis  was  earlier  than  ltddle  Mississippi* 

resides  those,  two  sites  at  Kincaid  must  be  discussed  at 
this  point  as  both  tend  to  oonfuss  the  picture  mentioned  above* 

One  of  those  altos  is  i'pv"X5  where  there  were  found  pits  containing; 
Bamer  materials  at  t lie  bottoes,  Lewis  and  »  ausser  materials  mixed, 
Lewis  ana  to  rial,  Lewis  and  lliddlo  '  'Issiselppl  materials,  and  finally 
just  fiddle  •! fisaisslppl  material.  Huizw  ware  four  pits  that  pro- 
canted  this  picture,  however,  the  original  diggers  of  thee©  pits 
were  not  Bausaer  people,  as  tlse  pits  are  not  of  that  type.  In  fact 
those  pits  arc  of  the  Lewis  type.  Tims  they  do  not  represent  a 
yearly  accretions!  debris  of  materials  unless  Bsirnsr  and  ho^la 
cultures  were  c on t  >©mporan© ous  ana  B&uoar  people  first  filled  the 
Lewis  people* s  pits.  Tills,  of  course,  la  absurd*  The  explanation 
for  this  situation  is  still  to  be  found. 

On  the  other  a tro tilled  site,  Pp°2,  the  easiparabl©  sequen¬ 
tial  data  were  originally  found  in  the  squares  35L2#  85L1 ,  85, 

05R1,  and  35’  2.  Lore  at  tlm  arbitrary  levels  12,  13,  and  14  Baueaer 
sherds  arc  found  mixed  -rtth  the  basic  clays*  At  level  10  a  Lewis 
stratum  was  found  and  a  larger  area  of  the  same  type  of  material 
directly  above  it  at  levels  C,  ?,  ana  0.  from  level  8  to  tlie  top 

of  tlio  mound  Middle  Mi asisslppi  sherds  were  discovered. 

f 

The  other  site,  be  ‘36,  was  worked  in  1940*  Here  Baucser 
pi  to  appear  to  contain  Lewis  sherds  •  This  may  be  duo  to  poor 
archaeological  technique*  These  pits  were  excavated  in  C-inch 
levels .  jno  of  those  levels  was  both  above  and  in  the  Banner  cul¬ 
tural  level*  Materials  taken  from  this  overlapping  lovel  night 
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give  the  appearance  or  nixing  although  tine  cultures  may  have  been 

actually  separate* 

A  pure  naunsr  site  and  a  pure  Lewis  site  tend  to  bear  out 

v 

what  has  just  been  stated,  for  at  the  pure  Lewis  alto  Pp  1A  not 
one  Berner  sherd  was  found,  and  at  the  pure  Laiaaar  site  Its v 30  not 
on©  Lewis  sherd  was  found,  'fixture  between  Lamer  and  Lewis  does 
not  0o&'.i  likely. 

However,  let  us  pass  on  to  a  stratified  site,  2 4x°7»  which 
bears  on  the  sequence  of  all  the  cultures*  At  x°?  there  were 
eight  occupational  levels,  The  upper  five  were  of  Ml  die  Missis¬ 
sippi  occupation,  while  the  eighth  and  bottaa  ono  was  a  pure  Bauswr 
level,  Vx is  sixth  and  seventh  levels  contained  Lewi©  materials, 

Tii©  seventh  also  had  Bougies  (Early  Addle  Mississippi)  materials 
mixed  with  Lewis  and  below  this  lay  a  pur©  Lewis  material, 

The-  ClA£*oaolor.l&al  Position  of  Lewis 

in  Light  of  Its  *«aporftl  Pi  vis  logs 

Since  there  seem  to  be  two  Lewie  hoi*! sons,  we  mst  tie 
thorn  into  the  total  chronology.  This  mat  be  done  so  that  one  may 
bo  able  to  understand  tho  Lewis  relationship  to  Brass*  and  Kincaid 
and  to  be  able  to  ascertain  the  cultural  changes  that  th e  Lewis 
have  undergo:*©* 

As  lias  &een  stated  heretofore,  the  Lewis  material  seems 
to  have  no  stratlajr&xjhlo  relations  with  the  BctHtf  people,  'further 
fcliaa  tliafc  it  seams  to  have  no  direct  typological  ties.  However, 
with  the  Kincaid  group  there  does  seaa  to  bo  some  relations!: ip • 

An  examination  of  the  Fp°2  materials.  Features  X  and  XI, 
tlirows  much  light  on  both  the  problem  of'  the  ties  between  Kincaid 
and  Lewis  and  culture  changes  of  the  second  woodland  peoples. 

The  culture  changes  consist  of:  the  increase  of  the  use  of  pottery 
vessels  ha vln« .  a  surface  decollation  of  the  incised  type;  the  larger 
use  of  tho  punched- lip  typo  of  decoration;  and  the  increase  of 
olla  and  seed  bowl-shaped  vessels;  and  the  practice  of  extended 
burials  without  stone  calms. 

All  these  changes  sees*  to  be  due  to  an  inflow  of  Middle 
Mississippi  (Kincaid)  concepts*  The  use  of  bowl  and  olla  shapes 
are  definitely  a  Iddlo  Mississippi  influence,  so  is  the  use  of 
incising  on  tho  nock.  However,  the  1st  tor  manifestations  are  not 
the  only  evidence  of  Middle  Mississippi  Influence  on  this  Middle 
.ioodland  group*  within  Lewis  pottery  there  aro  plates  mi d  red- 
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painted  pottery  with  a  slip#  Iho  concepts  of  plates  yerwn^ally  and 
pottery  having  a  slip  are  y onorally  thought  of  as  being  la  to  mid 
middle  Mississippi- like*  Also*  tiio  roctan£*ular-slLaped  houses  and 
use  of  wattle  ansi  daub  Tor  the  walls  of  houses  arc*  thouchi  of  as 
being  a  liddle  Mississippi  concepts*  lewis  has  both  these  fea¬ 
tures  . 

All  the  above  tends  to  substantiate  the  hypotlioais  that  the 
Lewis  culture  was  fooling  Middle  Mississippi  Influence  ovon  though 
no  actual  contact  iaa;.  have  axis  tod* 

Conclusions  on  (Mironolo.  :y 

iiros  it  would  soon  that  Lewis  people  arrived  on  tho  scene 
after  tho  Baiter  occupancy  and  a  little  before  the  arrival  of 
Middle  Mississippi  (possibly  being  derived  from  Mopowell) •  7 ow- 

over*  they  did  occupy  tho  Kincaid  while  the  first  Early  Middle 
Mississippi  {Douglas  component)  groups  were  therc-Maov iny  or  being 
totally  £fe»lgmated  shortly  thereafter* 
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THS  I£3XS  FOCUS  IK  LI-iH?  OF 


cofTAiiATTVK  a* *  c-^ktlooy 


The_  Lewis  focus  of  t2to  Loodlaad  x  a t tgrn 

1st reluct Ion  . — In  attesting  any  sort  of  arciiasolo  ,lc&l 
ca:ipar isons  it  Is  best  to  start  by  seeing  to  f!ieh  large  category 
any  particular  culture  or  site  belcm  s.  Line©  there  is  but  (me 
widely  used  cl&eal flea tics  system  in  ialdsestcm  archaeology  Sise 
McKern  Taxonomic  Sysfswui  *  It  will  be  used  in  the  present  to* 
stance*  The  largest  clas six ioation  categories  in  it  are  sailed 
"patterns"  and  in  the  sdLdsest.  there  are  two  important  patterns— 
the  Woodland  Pattern  and  the  Mississippi  Pattern.  The  material 
of  the  Lewis  focus  types  it  as  being  of  the  Woodland  Pattern  and 
excludes  relationship  with  tim  Mississippi  Pattern. 

A  e-->uparlaon  of  bawls  and  Woodland  traits • — S i no©  t> i© 
Woodland  Pattern  is  of  a  gene  al  nature,  sorely  the  Woodland  traits 
are  listed  below*  and,  after  each,  its  ro la t lonalilp ,  if  any ,  to 
Lewis  traits  Is  noted*  Of  course,  all  traits  mdo  of  bon©  will  bo 
a  .lit  tad  as  there  w&&  no  bona  work  found  In  the  Lewis  area,  due  to 
climatic  and  soil  conditions. 


TABLE  4 

COT.TARXSOff  <T  Ldftf  my  WOCDLAfP  TH API'S 


woodland  Patterns 


Lewis  Focus 


Traits  and  Caaplexos 
(after  Cola  and  Beimel) 


Traits  Occurring 
in  'Woodland 


I •  House 

1.  Hound,  temporary;  rectangular 
uwy  occur. 

2.  Mounds  not  used  as  substruc¬ 
tures* 


Houses  are  rectangular. 


Ho  Lewis  mounds  except 
atone  calms* 


1  : cKvm ,  cp.  clt  • 

* 
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XI. 


Vioodland  Patterns 
Burial  Custoos  and  Coreajonials 


Lewis  Focus 


1. 

'urled  predominantly  in 
flexed  position. 

Lxtondod 

2. 

Burial  often  In  or  under  mounds 
cons true tod  in  the  course  of 
prolonged  and  successive  buri¬ 
als  or  solely  for  burial  pur- 
posies  • 

Stone  (calms)  notm&a 
constructed  ior  burial 
purposes  • 

3. 

Grave  goods  usually  lacking  ox* 
few  In  taeabor. 

Grave  goods  lacking. 

4. 

Grave  goods  chiefly  of  atone 
when  present;  pottery  very 

rarely. 

True. 

III.  Industries  and  Art  Boras 

1. 

stonework  nos t  highly  elabo¬ 
rate* 

Mueserotts  colts,  mailers 
flake  scrapers,  hasaaer* 
stones,  etc. 

2. 

Stone 

a)  Notched  projectile  points 
arm  stemmed  typos « 

&(»>• 

b)  Piscol&als  soldm  or  rarely 
found . 

Hone. 

c)  Grooved  axes. 

Horn. 

d)  « diets  tone  and/or  grooved 
abra&lng-« tones  generally 
lacking  or  very  rare. 

Lacking . 

■- 

o)  Problematical  stone  objects 
more  eoss&oa  than  in  Missis¬ 
sippi  basic  culture* 

Lack  ng* 

3. 

Articles  of  bone. 

4. 

Textiles— evidence  of  cox'd, 
occasion,  of  other  fabrics  gen¬ 
erally  scarce. 

s>OJS fS  • 

5. 

Pipes— vary  according  to  place 
but  are  generally  unlike  Mis¬ 
sissippi  fami. 

Biono  in  Lewis. 

G. 

Pottery  traits. 

Generalised  Woodland 
JvMMQT  Traits 

Tempo  X’— 

:rit. 

Seias* 

3bst>o— the  bodv  Is  elongated  globular* 
the  shoulder  is  poorly  defined  or  there 
saay  be  a  slight  constriction  or  none 
above  shoulder;  the  neck  Is  straight 
(vertical }#  slightly  flaring  or  slightly 
ooatr&cting.  The  b&aal  portion  is  con- 
coidal  or  conoidal. 

Berne . 

Bock  slightly  contract¬ 
ing* 

Basie. 

. 
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Vi  oodlarkd  V  o  b tery 

?Sgji8r~ color  miovon,  probably 
ducHbo  poorly  controlled  firing. 

Aggt.iiff»**»i-;ene rally  coarse  gramil&r 
wiUi  a  tendency  to  eraahle  when  wot. 

£3ffi£nsp~color-  — sarao  as  no  tod  above* 
Tor  paste. 

"  Ini sh-- earolo » s X ^  smoothed* 

Tempering  material  usually  project# 
through  outer  surface. 

Absence  of  slip  and  paint • 

*Vall  ?! ?i, c knosfs to  thick. 

Ap*lL  JlL  .1  '.o<l^fflrtl5^a^ora^oiita  1 1  on© 
wtioa  present  generally  occur  on  neck 
in  linos  or  bands  near  and  paralleling 

lip. 

decoration,  when  present,  Is  usn» 
ally  repeated  from  that  on  node  and  is 
In  a  different  s  tyle  or  arrsng^enfe  of 

elements • 

y  pottery  vessels  v  not  used. 

-  e  <5 onda  ry  fa  a  tu res — hand  lea  ,  11  aur  os, 
otc.—aro  lacking. 


howls  l  ocus 


Sene . 


Not  true  of  Lewis* 

Same. 


faiae. 

- 1  ©morally  true  • 
fOiliULU 

True  of  Lewis. 
Not  present. 


True  of  Lewis. 


Sssisc.— -has  out  of  a  possibility  of  32  traits,  23  of 
tl^eae  traits  occur  in  lewis,  4  aro  not  known  to  occur  la  Lewi®, 
and  b  definitely  do  not  occur  in  Lewis.  It  would  seem  that  Louis 
can  definitely  be  said  to  belong  to  the  Woodland  Pat  torn. 

i’hd,  LowXu  ,-  ocus  on  tl io  Phase  Love,! 

Onco  having  definitely  established  that  the  Lewis  focus 
belon  od  to  Voodland  Fat torn,  the  next  step  Is  to  see  if  It  can 
be  classified  within  ®<zm  phase  of  that  pattern.  In  doing  this. 
Esoteric  I  n  from  Indiana,  Illinois,  TIiaeourl,  and  Tennessee  food land 
were  coaparad  with  the  Lewis  focus.  The  Joodland  culture  In  all 
tiiese  regions  showed  setae  resemblance  to  Lewi®,  but  non©  had  a 
significant  nu  .her  in  ccx.aoa  with  it.  Bather  than  present  a  me*- 
bar  of  charts  showing  lack  of  relationship  a  brief  sumary  of  the 
comparisons  with  each  of  the  other  areas  will  be  given. 

The  f  I  ret  one  will  be  Indiana.  The  writer  and  -lean  Black, 
an  authority  on  Indiana  Woodland  archaeology,  spent  one  day  ecea* 
paring  various  of  the  Indiana  Woodland  materials  with  Lewis,  The 
conclusions  reached  were  that  Lewi®,  and  materials  frem  Greene 
and  Franklyn  counties,  Indiana,  were  probably  related,  while  the 
rest  were  related  only  in  a  general  way.  The  materials  froo 
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Greene  end  Fronl&yn  counties  that  wore  doodland  had  in  eaaaoa 
with  Lewis  the  following  traits: 

1*  Lewis  Type  I  projectile  points 

2.  Lewis  Type  1X1  projectile?  points 

3.  Lewis  Type  v  projectile  points 

4*  Lewis  Type  VX  projectile  paints 

5*  Flint  knives 

G*  Polished  celts 

7.  Hammer stones 

8.  Cordnarked  pottery  of  the  sano  general  shop*  as  Lewis 

9.  0rlt-tesipe2»od  pottery 

10.  Stone  cairns 

11*  Extended  burial 

As  nap  be  seen,  these  traits  are  of  a  general  sort.  Also,  in 
tine  these  '< oov*land#  Indiana,  mte rials  or©  associated  with  Hroo* 
well  and  thus  are  earlier  then  Lewie.  Any'  relationship,  general 
as  it  is,  probably  mist  have  been  not  with  Lewis,  but  with  ances¬ 
tors  of  Lewi©*  Tims  the  first  area  shows  some  relationship  with 
Lewis* 

The  second  area  exaalned  was  that  of  the  Southeast.  Hare 
in  the  generalised  Woodland  horison  was  a  cc rdsarkad  pottery 
(.Ueasonville  Cordrjorked)  which  was  much  like  Lewis  both  in  paste 
arid  shape*  loth  white  fat'd  and  fneber •  :,  who  did  work  in  this  area, 
a-  .roa  that  other  relationship*  with  Lewis  are  only  of  a  general 
sort* 

The  next  area  examined  was  Illinois  •  Comparison  with  the 

« 

materials  frcaa  Pore  Arquette  state  Park,"'  the  Iringhausea  site, 
tiie  Dillingor  sit©,*  and  trie  Cole  and  Deuel  Tampico  site0  shows 
these  sites  h avinp  about  five  or  six  traits  in  eos&jon  with  Lewis* 
This  again  s'rm/s  a  general  relationship  but  nothing  significant* 


^JoJm  beach  birmldo,  *Tb©  Ter©  frar-iuatte  Park  (Un¬ 

published  faster*©  dissertation,  University  of  Chios,  go*  Department 
of  Anthropology,  1937). 

.  I  .  tori  ny  ton,  "Certain  fluff  hounds  of  fen  tom  Jer- 
s<g  County,  Illinois,”  American  Antiquity,  Vol*  I,  Co*  1  (July, 
1335). 

^  laxwell,  op*  ait* 

°Coie  and  Deuel,  n  o»1 1  a  a  ove  riii: ;  1 1 1  inoia  (Chicago:  Univer- 
iss,  1X-7T.’ 
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The  final  area  to  be  examined  was  Missouri*  Hex'©  the  nn- 
tei'iala  of  Mowko,0  Admits,  *  and  B©x*ryu  wore  compared  with  Lewis . 

Trie  relationships,  as  in  the  other,  were  va;  pie  and  unsatisfactory. 

All  in  all,  no  rolatlon&hlp  on  Urn  phase  level  can  be  do¬ 
te  mined  for  Lowls.  This  is  perhaps  due  to  the  fact  that  excava¬ 
tion  has  not  Wen  done  extensively  in  area  euf founding  Leif  is. 

Thus,  for  the  tine  bo  inf;;,  the  phase  of  Lewis  will  have  to  rmmin 
unknown. 


m  Lewis  Culture  on  the  Aspect  Level 

As  yet  no  ©ultux'o  directly  related  to  Lewis  Ws  been  men¬ 
tioned  but  there  Is  one,  the  Raymond  focus  of  the  Carbondale  area, 
TJta  relationship  la  sufficiently  close  to  warrant  classifying  the 
Lewis  focus  sc  being  of  the  same  aspect*  However,  to  best  illus¬ 
trate  it  a  list  of  til©  Lewis  traits  follows,  with  a  check  of  what 
yssond  traits  arc  ssxas,  (Table  5, 

Twenty- three  out  of  55  traits  of  the  Lewis  focus  occur  in 
Raymond*  Lack  of  bone  in  Lewis  arid  lack  of  houses  and  burial  coo- 
plex  account  for  raany  o..  the  differences,  The  rayaond  pottery  coa- 
plox  is,  on  the  whole,  cruder  and  less  complex  but  fundee. sen  tally 
the  two  are  smell  alike*  horse  of  the  differences  between  Lewis 
and  Haynond  nay  be  accc sun  ted  for  in  tlio  fact  that  some  of  the  Lewis 
traits  a.': low  Middle  Mississippi  influence.  In  conclusion*  it  would 
soon  that  Baym send  aiKl  Lewis  are  related  on  the  aspect  level,  duo 
to  having  a  Majority  of  traits  in  caumon*  --Me  propose  for  t:iis 
aspect  t;io  nscso  *Bluf£  Aspect •”  It  is  so  named  since  soet  of  the 
Lewis  and  Laysnood  sites  occur  on  bluffs  in  the  hills  of  southern 
Illinois*  As  has  boon  shown  before,  this  Lewis  focus  is  of  the 
•oodlond  Pattern*  &or©au  Maxwell  has  demonstrated  that  the  Ray¬ 
mond  focus  is  also  of  the  woodland  Pattern,  as  shown  in  the  prev¬ 
ious  chapter,  no  phase  of  this  Lewis  focus  or  the  fluff  acpoct 

tJM .  r owke ,  Archaeological  Investigation  Xu  fort-;  Central 

gjeaourl,  1"*  S3  .  P# 

,  %•  M*  Adam,  ‘’Archaeological  Investigation  in  Jefferson 

C  on:  1 1  • ‘  ’  ranaaetions  o Academy  of  '  clone©  of  ft  *  Loul  s  ,  " *  ol  * 
xxx.  Ho.  F  TTdmTT. 

%.  Berry,  * Archaeological  Investigation  in  Boone  County, 

Missouri,”  Missouri  Arohaoolo--lat,  V'ol.  XV,  Ho.  5  (1D3G). 
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TABLE  5 


cohp  Anson  or  lisViin 


AHD  RAJTfJOHf?  TRAITS 


Type  I  projectile  points  ......... 

Type  II  projectile  points 

Type  III  projectile  points  ........ 

Type  t?«s  projectile  points  ........ 

Type  XVb  projectile  points  ........ 

Type  V  projectile  points  ......... 

Type  VI  projectile  points  ........ 

Chipped  potaloid  celt  .......... 

3:olished  celt  (?)  ............ 

Flint  knives  ............... 

Stone  Lrallors  .............. 

Flake  acrapors  .............. 

Hoixiors tones  ............... 

T'0ctary:ular**post«-hole  houses  ....... 

5au©Qpsn~shaped  pits*.......... 

Ho  fire  pita  .........  . 

Stem  calms  ............... 

Stone -filled  burial  pita  under  cairns  .  • 
Clay  round  beads  ............. 

Punctated  clay  disks  ........... 

Hunting  and  fishing  ©conceay  . . . 

Grit**  tempered  pottery  .......... 

paste  of  good  consistency  ........ 

Cor&aj&rkod  . . .  •  • 

C  ord«  Smpre  s  sad  .............. 

Lewis  Plain  . . 

Lewis  Omssnarked  . . . 

Lewis  fmlled-over  Cordn&rl&d  ...... 

Lewis  Bed  Slip  .............. 

Crenelated  lips  ............. 

Plate-shaped  vessels  *..  . 

Coconut- shaped  vessels  .......... 

test**  tub®  a ‘.jape  *•«***»**•»*» 
Subcondlal  base  ............. 

Lack  of  wall-defined  shoulders  ...... 

Incising  on  necks  ............ 


Raymond 

Focus 

X 

X 

X 

X 


X 


T 

x 

X 

X 

X 

....... 

X 

X 

? 

? 


X 

X 

X 

r  • 

X 

X 


X 


X 

X 

X 

X 


could  be  determined, 
place  as  follows: 


Thus  at  present  the  Lewis  focus  takes  its 


load  focus  ’ 


v/oodland 

Pattern 


?  Phase  Fluff  Aspect 


Lewis  focus 


Components 
Raymond 


S  ^ 


vCorfc  Hollow 
'm°7 

p°2 

PpV13 
v  * 

Pp  51 

PpX3G 
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Hia toxical  reconstruct ion 

' 

Free*  all  the  above  It  appears  that  the  x>eopl©  of  tho  Low  la 
focus  lived  in  southern  Illinois  just  prior  to  the  entrance  of  the 
middle  tssisslppi— probably  late  fifteenth,  century.  Phey  soon 
to  have  coos  froti  the  Carbondclo  area  to  Fox>o  and  iassac  counties. 
They  were  nesmdie  hunters  ualnc  a  variety  or  stone  implements,  end 
livinc  1^  snail  units  of  <me  or  two  rectangular  houses  •  Their 
food  was  cooked  and  stored  in  pottery  vessels  of  simple  eordmrked 
typo.  Tho  dead  wore  buried  in  atone  calms  near  the  houses  or  in 
pits  within  the  village.  Historically  they  seen  to  liavs  boon 
either  amalgaciatod  in  iddlo  Mississippi  culture  or  sieved  north¬ 
ward  with  tho  coning  of  the  Mississippi  group. 
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